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Current Topics. 


The Lord Chancellor and Land Transfer. 

NoT VERY LONG after the President of the Law Society 
informed the January meeting of members that the Lord 
Chancellor was considering the suggestions made by the Council 
for the amendment and simplification of the law of real property, 
and that negotiations were going on, we intimated a surmise that 
the negotiations had broken down; and this was subsequently 
confirmed by the statement of the Attorney-General in the 
House of Commons, that the Bill to be introduced by the Lord 
Chancellor would be one to carry out the recommendations of 
the Royal Commission. At the meeting of the Society last 
Friday the President was able to state the precise position of 
matters. He had had, in the first instance, several interviews 
with the Lord Chancellor, but found himself unable to agree to 
any measure which the Lord Chancellor was prepared to 
introduce in the House of Lords. A copy of Mr. CypRIAN 
WILLIAMs’ Bill was sent to the Lord Chancellor, with a request 
that he would introduce it in the House of Lords. The receipt 
of the Bill was duly acknowledged, but nothing more had 
been heard from him. We think it must be taken that the 
Lord Chancellor has no intention, in the Bill he proposes to 
introduce, of travelling beyond the recommendations of the Royal 
Commission—if, indeed, they are all carried out by the Bill. 
And we are afraid that Mr. Ev.ett’s conviction that the 
Bill cannot pass in the present busy session is not well founded. 
The Government can usually find means of pushing through a 
measure it desires to carry, which is not strongly apn not- 
withstanding the pressure of large and important Bills on the 
order book of the House. The Bill is likely to be introduced 
on the first favourable opportunity, and unless provision is made 
for discussion and opposition it will be hurried forward through 
all its stages. We hope that the Council and the profession will 
not be lulled into inaction by Mr. ELLEtt’s rather optimistic 
suggestion that for all they knew the Lord Chancellor might 
accept the Bill promoted by the Law Society. So far as our 
information goes, he has not the least intention of doing so. 
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The Return of the Lord Chief Justice, 

It 1s with great goodwill that the bar has welcomed Lord 
ALVERSTONE upon his return to work after his recent attack of 
illness. But the newspaper press, or, at least, a section of it, 
has seen fit to seize the opportunity in order to predict a 
sweeping reconstruction of the existing judicial personnel, which 
includes the retirement of the Lord Chief Justice and the suc- 
cession of Sir Rurus Isaacs to the appointment thereby vacated. 
We believe {that any such change is unlikely, nor would it be 
at all helpful at the present juncture. There are three reasons 
why the continued presence of Lord ALVERSTONE in the high 
vilice which he occupies is of great utility just now, and it is 
not easy to foresee the precise results which would follow from 
his retirement. In the first place, owing to the refusal of the 
Government to take the steps necessary to fill up the vacant 
High Court a oo there is once more a threat of serious 
arrears in the King’s Bench Division. It is essential that 
the head of that Division should be a man of industry, 
rapidity in the disposal of business, and versatile knowledge of 
many branches of practice ; anyone lacking these qualifications 
would find it impossible to get through the vast amount of work 
which is necessary if the accumulation of arrears is to be 
avoided. These qualities of untiring work and rapid yet careful 
decision of cases are, of course, the dominant characteristics of 
Lord ALVERSTONE’S judicial personality ; a new judge—strange 
to the varied business which the Lord Chief Justice has to 
transact—is not likely to equal him in this respect. Again, the 
re-modelling of the circuit system so as to undertake civil as well 
as criminal business, which Lord ALVERSTONE has gradually 
pushed forward in the last few years, and which is the onl 
alternative to Lord LOREBURN’s more revolutionary proposals 
of superseding the High Court by the county courts, requires the 
varied experience “a watchful care of Lord ALVERSTONE to 
carry it through successfully. Lastly, just at the present 
moment, when a certain section of the public are dissatisfied 
with the bench, and attacks on its personnel are becoming 
an everyday affair, it is important that the second highest 
judicial office should be in the hands of one whose power to 
command respect and whose sturdy judicial independence are 
so marked as are those of Lord ALVERSTONE. For these reasons 
we trust that the rumours of his lordship’s retirement are quite 
unfounded. 


The Bankruptcy Bill. 

WE HAVE already (ante, pp. 170, 437) commented on the 
Government Bankruptcy Bill as introduced in the House of 
Lords at the close of last session. The Bankruptcy Bill which 
has been recently introduced in the same House is substantially 
the same as the former Bill. But a few drafting changes have 
been made. Thus, paragraph 4 of clause 2, which extends to non- 
traders the liability to prosecution under section 11 (14) (15) of 
the Debtors Act, 1869, for obtaining credit or disposing of property 
obtained on credit, has been slightly altered ; oul in clause 8, 
which defines the meaning of “debtor” for the purpose of the 
Bankruptcy Acts, it has not been thought necessary to retain the 
concluding words requiring that the debtor shall have contracted 
a debt payable in ‘En land which remains unpaid. A more 
substantial alteration has been made in clause 15, which, as 
originally drafted, protected sheriffs’ officers seizing and selling 
goods held under hire purchase agreements. his is now 
extended so as io afford protection to sheriffs, high bailiffs, and 
other officers in respect of any goods in the possession of the 
execution debtor where they are sold without any claim havin 
been made to them. Moreover, under the clause as now drafted, 
the purchaser of the goods will acquire a good title to them, but 
any claimant who may prove his title will be able to follow 
the proceeds of sale. The chief objects of the Bill are to make 
criminal certain misconduct, such as failure after a previous 
bankruptcy to keep proper books of account, and insolvency due 
to gam ling (clause 4); to amend the law as to after-acquired 
preety of a bankrupt (clause 11); to extend the liabihty in 
bankruptey of married women who are traders (c'ause 12): to 
impose additional restrictions on removing property out of the 
reach of creditors by covenants in marriage settlements (clause 13) 





—for this purpose a new clause is substituted for section 47 (2) 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883 ; to require general assignments of 
book-debts to be registered as if they were bills of sale (clause 14) ; 
and to impose additional requirements in regard to deeds of 
arrangement (clause 25). 


Claims in Respect of the Loss of the Titanic, 

THE LIABILITY of the owners of the Titanic for loss of 
life or personal injury to the passengers or crew will probably 
be tested by actions in the English courts, though any such pro- 
ceedings may be postponed until the conclusion of the inquiry 
directed by the Board of Trade. It is possible also that actions 
may be brought in foreign States where any of the passengers 
may happen to be domiciled. The contraet of a carrier of 
passengers by sea, and the duties undertaken by him, are to take 
due care (including in that term the use of skill and foresight) 
to carry a passenger safely. There are various provisions in the 
Merchant Shipping Acts to insure the safety of passengers, and 
notwithstanding any penalty on the owners for their neglect in 
that respect of their public duty, the passenger may recover 
against them for the private a suffered by him in conse- 
quence of a breach of the duty. It will be, of course, for the 
plaintiff to establish any breach of duty with regard to these 
statutory requirements. A passenger may enter into an express 
contract with a shipowner to dispense with the carrier’s obliga- 
tion to carry with reasonable care, and to take the whole risk of 
the voyage upon himself. This contract may be established by 
notice excluding liability, if assented to by the passenger. But 
by a mere notice without such assent, the carrier can have no 
right to discharge himself from performing what is the very 
essence of his duty, which is to carry safely unless prevented by 
unavoidable accident. It is understood that there are claims of 
an enormous amount under accident policies. Many of these 
policies contain what is called “the double liability clause.” This 
clause stipulates for a double benefit where the insured loses his 
life while travelling in a public conveyance “ propelled by steam 
or electricity.” It is scarcely necessary to mention that the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, includes seamen, the term 
“seamen” having the wide definition given to it by the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894. 

The Wreck Commissioner’s Assessors. 

WE suGcEsTED last week that the appointment of s0 
distinguished an ex-judge as Lord Mersgy to preside over the 
Titanic inquiry should be accompanied by the selection of 
equally distinguished nautical experts to act as his assessor®, 
and we are pleased to see, from the names of the gentlemen 
appointed to act in that capacity, that this view has commended 
itself to the Government. An admiral and two well-known 
naval captains, the senior elder brother of Trinity House (a 
member of the mercantile marine), and that eminent naval 
architect, Professor BiLEs, make up an extremely strong advisory 
body. It is not generally known by the public at large that 
Professor BILEs’ reputation as an authority on marine ccnstruc- 
tion is quite world-wide; for the last twenty years foreign 
Governments—such as the United States, the South American 
States, and Japan—have sent a certain number of naval officers 
to attend his classes and workshop at Glasgow University, and 
he has acted as consulting naval architect to nearly every 
important line or firm of shipowners in Britain. Nothing can 
be more unreasonable than the suggestion in certain quarters 
that the greatest living authority on naval architecture should 
be debarred from acting as assessor at the inquiry because he 
has occasionally ac as adviser to the White Star Line. 
Professor BILEs, acting in a judicial capacity, will, of course, 
give his opinion honestly and fearlessly upon any point 
of marine construction which the inquiry may raise. The 
theory, advanced in the same quarters, that the assessors should 
include representatives of passengers and seamen, is based on & 
simple confusion of mind. The court is a judicial body, not a 
legislative committee ; its duty is to ascertain facts which require 
occasional explanation by experts ; it is for Parliament to decide 
what action is to follow in the interests of passengers and crew. 
It is not easy to see what expert assistance Lord Mrrsey could 
derive from a representative of the travelling public or a Labour 
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member of Parliament ; presumably his lordship is himself quite 
capable of forming an opinion without assistance upon any 
ordinary point which concerns the safety of the public at large. 


Detention of Foreigners as Witnesses. 


A VERY important and interesting question of international 
law is raised by the action of the American Senate in appointing 
a committee to inquire into the loss of the Titanic. Still more 
important is the power which that committee has exercised of 
detaining British subjects in order that they may give evidence 
before it. Of course, it is competent for the American Senate 
to inquire into anything that happens anywhere in the wide 
world, ‘from Greenland’s icy mountains to India’s coral 
strand,” if it happens to desire information upon the subject of 
inquiry. It is equally competent for any literary and scientific 
society or Young Men’s Christian Association branch to make 
a similar research after truth and knowledge. But the detention 
of witnesses is a different matter, and raises two distinct 
questions. In the first place, is it intra vires of the executive 
government of one nation to issue subpoenas to aliens, 
accidentally present in its jurisdiction, to attend a judicial 
inquiry into a matter over which, in international law, it 
has no jurisdiction whatever? It must be remembered that 
the Titanic was a registered British ship, and, therefore, British 
territory for the purposes of international law. Not only was it 
British territory, but it was not, at the time of the accident, in 
the territorial waters of ‘the United States, or in any place 
over which that country has jurisdiction. Therefore, if any 
wrongdoing or negligence took place on board the Tifanw and 
occasioned her loss, such malfeasance or misfeasance took place on 
British territory, over which the British Crown has jurisdiction, and 
quite outside the sphere of the American Republic. Even if some 
Americansubjects were injured by such supposititious malfeasance, 
the proper course of the American Government, it is submitted, 
is really very different from the one adopted by theSenate. Her 
diplomatic representative should have baen instructed to make 
representations on behalf of her subjects injured within British 
jurisdiction to the British Foreign Office, and should have asked 
to be represented at a British inquiry into the disaster. To take 
the law into her own hands, by detaining the officers and crew 
of the Titanic who have been accidentally landed on American 
shores, seems to be a violation of the accepted procedure of inter- 
national law, for which there is no precedent in the text-books. 


Habeas Corpus Under the American Constitution. 


ANOTHER POINT which this unprecedented procedure raises is a 
question of American law. If the detention of Quartermaster 
Hicuens and other witnesses against their will is opposed to the 
principles of international law, one would expect to find that it 
is not authorized by the laws of the United States itself. 
For the Constitution of the United States, which regulates so 
strictly the powers of every constituent part of its com- 
posite governing body, is not likely to bestow on either the 
Executive Government, the Supreme Court, Congress, or 
either House of Congress, any power unwarranted by inter- 
national law. After a careful perusal of the Constitution we have 
not been able to discover any article whatever which confers on 
the Senate the power it has just exercised. The nearest approach 
to any such power appears to us to be contained in the eighth 
section of the first article, which enables Congress (not the 
Senate) “to regulate commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian tribes,” and also “ to 
define and punish piracies and felonies committed on the high 
seas, and offences against the law of nations.”” But we hardly 
think those words could justify the jurisdiction claimed by the 
Senate in respect of the Titanic. Inany event, the point as to the 
validity of the Senate’s action can be raised in America itself by 
an application for a writ of Habeas Corpus. By section 9 of the 
first article of the Constitution, a recourse to this writ is pre- 
served, and it is provided that “The privilege of the writ of 
Habeas Corpus shall not be suspended, unless when in cases of 
rebellion or invasion the public safety may require it.” It would 
seem, then, that any witness detained against his will at 
New York or Washington can move in the Supreme Court for a 

beas Corpus, on which the question would be decided whether 


or not the act of the Senate is justified by the municipal law of 
America. We believe that jurists throughout the world would 
place implicit confidence in the fairness and correctness of any 
decision upon the point pronounced by that great court, whose 
independence and rigid adherence to the spirit as well as to the 
letter of the Constitution have long been universally recognized. 


Following Assets. 

A MORTGAGEE, it is well known, has his remedy either against 
the mortgaged property, or against the mortgagor personally. 
This means that, on the death of the mortgagor, the mortgagee, 
in addition to realizing the mortgaged property, can pursue 
the ordinary remedies of a creditor as against the other estate, 
real and personal, of the mortgagor ; and if this estate has been 
distributed, he can follow it into the hands of devisees and 
legatees. Where the period which would bar an action to recover 
the debt has elapsed, the possibility of such a remedy will depend 
on whether the debt has been kept alive by payment of interest 
or otherwise ; but if any person liable has paid interest, this 
is sufficient to keep the mortgage debt alive against all other 
persons who can be made liable, or who hold property which the 
mortgagee can follow : Re Lacey (1907, 1 Ch. 330). There remains, 
however, the question whether, after the mortgagee has omitted 
for a number of years to follow the estate of the mortgagor not 
included in his mortgage, he should still be allowed to assert this 
remedy, or whether he should be held to have lost it by his laches. 
In Ridgway v. Newstead (3 D. F. & J. 474), the mortgagee was held 
to be barred, but this was on the ground that he had acquiesced 
in the distribution of the personal estate. ‘I by no means say,” 
observed Lord CAMPBELL, C., “that, generally speaking, any 
laches can be imputed to a mortgagee who, during any period 
however long, regularly receives payment of the interest of his 
mortgage money, if he quietly relies upon all the remedies which 
the law gives in respect of the mortgaged land, and of the per- 
sonal liability of the mortgagor.” In Blake v. Gale (32 Ch. D. 
571), again, the mortgagee was barred on the ground that he had 
assented to the distribution of the personal estate, but CoTTon, L.J., 
agreed that mere delay was not sufficient to prevent the mort- 
gagee from asserting his right. “ There must be, to produce that 
effect, changes of position in the legatees during that period, or 
other circumstances which would make it inequitable to allow 
him to do so.” On the other hand, in Leahy v. De Moleyns (1896, 
1 Ir. R. 206), the mortgagee was allowed to follow the assets after 
the lapse of thirty years. In the recent case of Re Eustace (wnte, 
p. 468), Swinren Eapy, J., acted on these authorities, and, in the 
absence of special circumstances shewing acquiescence or other 
ground for excluding the general rule, allowed the mortgagee’s 
claim. Consequently, he was held entitled to follow property of 
the mortgagor, notwithstanding that the mortgagor was dead, 
and that upwards of twelve years had elapsed since the distri- 
bution of his estate. 


Wireless Telegraphy in English Law. 

One oF the minor features in the Titanic inquiry has been 
the mischief, confusion, and annoyance caused to the oa 
most interested: by irresponsible persons throughout the United 
States, who possess a private installation of wireless telegraphy. 
It would seem that in America the possession of this powerful 
apparatus is as uncontrolled as is the user of a motor-car; any 
schoolboy may enjoy either at his own free will if he can afford 
to construct the necessary works and fittings. Since the pos- 
session of an instrument gives to its possessor the power of 
intercepting other people’s messages and annoying any other 
possessor by ringing him up all day long, it is obvious that 
some limitation will have to be placed upon this unrestricted 
user, even in the States. In England no such pandemonium of 
unrestricted liberty can arise, since by the Wireless Telegraphy 
Act, 1904, a monopoly of wireless telegraphy is reserved to the 
Postmaster-General. There are just six sections in this brief 
statute, and of these the latter three are formal; they provide 
for the coming into force of the Act, and explain its application 
to Scotland, the Isle of Man, and the Channel Islands. Section 
1 is the principal clause, and is quite sweeping in its terms. By 
its first sub-section, the establishment of a wireless telegraphy 





station on shore, or of the apparatus on hoard ship, is forbidden 
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except with the licence of the Postmaster-General ; and by sub- 
section 3, any breach of this provision is an indictable offence, 
punishable with twelve months’ imprisonment. Sub-sections 4 
and 5 go on to give a justice of peace summary power to grant 
a search-warrant, where he is satisfied by information on oath 
that the offence is being committed either on shore or on ship. 
Section 3 provides that the Act is to apply to the British Islands 
and to all British ships within territorial waters, and enables the 
King in Council to apply the Act to British ships while on the 
high seas. These clauses would seem to make it certain that 
this new and powerful engine of inter-communication will not 
be abused in the United Kingdom. 


Political Libels. 


Tue Court of Appeal had recently to consider an application 
for the new trial of an action for a newspaper libel reflecting 
on the conduct of acandidate for election to Parliament. 
Reference was made to the increasing tendency to give heavy 
damages in actions of libel, and VAUGHAN WILLIAMs, L.J., 
observed that the growth of political libels at the time of elec- 
tions—he was speaking of both parties—‘ had become a hideous 
evil,” and he could well believe that a special jury made u 
their mind by their verdict to give a warning which would mar 
their opinion that these political libels were intolerable and 
must be stopped. No one will disagree with the learned Lord 
Justice as to the evil of political libels, but assuming that they 
are common to both parties, it may be doubted whether they 
are likely to be repressed by actions at law. One is reminded 
of the judge who protested against actions for slander in respect 
of words spoken in Wapping. Public opinion is, after all, the 
most serious check to the dissemination of political libels, and so 
long as they are tolerated by public opinion, the risk and cost 
of an action will be considered as part of the incidents and 
expenses of an election. There is the further consideration that 
the expense of a trial by special jury, with leading counsel and 
refreshers, and the risk of a new trial, cannot be faced by many 
persons who are not otherwise disqualified for a seat in the 
House of Commons, 


Wagering Contracts. 

THE FRENCH law of aleatory contracts, as contained in para- 
graph 1,965 of the Civil Code, prohibits any action for a debt 
incurred at play or for the payment of a wager. It corresponds 
to the English law, which enacts, in section 18 of the Gaming 
Act, 1845, that all contracts by way of gaming or wagering shall 
be null and void, and that no action shall be brought for recover- 
ing any sum of money alleged to be won on any wager. And 
we should be disposed to think that the interpreters of these 
law’ resemble each other in a disinclination to carry the laws any 
further than they can help. We have just read a report of a 
decision of the Sixth Supplementary Chamber of the Tribunal 
of the Seine, in which the defence in an action for money lent 
was that the claim was in respect of a wagering transaction. 
The facts seemed plain enough, but the judges required the 
most rigid proof of the nature of the game, and of the inten- 
tion of the plaintiff to win at play the money sought to be 
recovered in the action. Turning to our own country, the case of 
Hyams v. Stuart King (1908, 2,K. B, 296) has for the present 
established the law that a threat to publish the default of the 
defendant in refusing to pay a debt is a fresh consideration which 
} wat an action upon an agreement to pay the amount of 
the bet. 


The Honours Examination. 

THE RESULT of the last examination for honours resembled 
that of some previous March contests, but it was even less 
encouraging. The articled clerk does not come forth in his 


strength in spring, but one hardly expects to find only 36 
candidates, as against 46 in the previous March, and 42 in March, 
1910. Moreover, at the recent examination only five candidates 
a honours, and none were in the first or second class ; in 
March, 1911, 10 candidates obtained honours, but no one was in 
the first class; while in March, 1910, 19 candidates gained 
honours, but again none were in the first class, 








Land Duties and Negative Values. 


THE recent decision of the Court of Session on the possibility 
of making negative values the basis for the imposition of incre- 
ment value duty (ante, p. 469), puts a necessary restriction on 
the mathematical puzzles of the Finance Act, 1910. The object 
of the increment value duty is to obtain for public purposes a 
share in the enhanced value given to land by the increase of 
population and the requirements of building. It is an essential 
element in the scheme that the enhanced value should be 
reckoned on the basis of site value, and accordingly section 2 
defines the increment value as the amount (if any), by which the 
site value of the land, on the occasion on which the duty is to be 
collected, exceeds the original site value. The duty is £1 for 
every £5 of the increment value, but before any duty becomes 
chargeable, the increment value is reduced, on the first occasion 
of collecting the duty, by an amount equal to 10 per cent. of the 
original site value, and on ¥ subsequent occasion by an amount 
equal to 10 per cent. of the site value on the last preceding 
occasion : section 3 (5). 

The working of the scheme depends, of course, on the ascer- 
tainment of the original site value and the site value on the 
oceasion of the collection of duty. Both of these values must 
have the uncertainty incident to any system of valuation, but 
this cannot be avoided if site values are to be taxed at all, and 
the rules for ascertaining the original site value are given in 
section 25. After a series of preliminary operations the valuer 
arrives at the “ total value” of the land, and from this he makes 
deductions falling under five specified heads ; the result gives the 
original assessable site value: section 25 (4). Where the site 
value has to be ascertained on a subsequent occasion, and such 
oceasion is a sale, the value of the consideration for the fee simple 
is substituted for total value, but the same deductions are made 
as in ascertaining the original site value. 

The original site value, then, has to be arrived at by a method 
of subtraction, but the Legislature—or, to be more precise, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s draftsmen—do not appear to have 
foreseen that the subtraction of one quantity from another may 
leave a negative result. This, however, as the recent appeal to 
the Court of Session shews, is quite possible under the scheme of 
section 25, and hence arises the question whether the original 
assessable site value can be fixed ata negative figure. The import- 
ance of the question is at once apparent when it is noticed that a 
diminution in the negative figureon a subsequent assessment of 
site value will shew an increase in the value, and, if this exceeds 
10 per cent., increment value duty will be chargeable, although 
the site value remains at a negative figure. Thus, if the original 
assessable site value is minus £1,000, and the site value on the 
first occasion for collection of duty is minus £600, there is an 
increment of £400, and the duty is payable on this, subject to 
a reduction by 10 per cent. of the original site value. But 10 per 
cent. of the original site value is itself a negative quantity— 
minus £100, and the result of deducting this is to add £100, and 
the duty would be payable on £500. This looks paradoxical, but 
the reasoning seems to be correct, and the fault is due to the 
attempt to tax people on the basis of values which are not only 
non-existent, but are negative. 

The possibility of arriving at these odd results arises from the 
method of deduction adopted in section 25. The valuer first has 
to find gross value (G): this is the amount which the fee simple 
of the land would realize if sold in the open market to a willing 
seller in its then condition, free from incumbrances or other 
burdens. He then has to get the divested value (D), that is, the 
value which the fee simple might be expected to realize under 
the same circumstances if the land were divested of buildings and 
of timber and other trees. Section 25 does not, indeed, intro- 
duce this value directly, but it introduces it as an element in 
ascertaining full site value (F), which is defined by the equation 
F =G-(G-D); ie. F = D: subssect, 2. But the expression 
G — D has been introduced for the purpose of making it the first 
deduction from total value in arriving at assessable site value. 
Total value is the gross value after deducting the amount of 
depreciation attributable to outside rights, such as rent-charges, 
me rights of way and restrictive covenants (see as to this # 
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letter in Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, Vol. 55, p. 736); from the 
remainder there has to be deducted G — D, and then we get at the 
assessable site value, which, under normal conditions, will be 
a positive quantity. Thus, if the gross value is £1,000 and the 
divested value £200, G - D is £800; and if the total value is 
£950, the deduction leaves an assessable site value of £150. We 
are assuming that no deductions from total value require to be 
made under paragraphs (b) — (e) of section 25 (4). 

But in the recent Scotch case, the figures worked out differ 
ently.1 The sum for deduction anivel at under sub-section 2 
was £4,320 ; this represented the surplus of gross value over 
divested value ; but the total value was only £3,775, and on 
following the method prescribed by sub-section 4, the assessable 
site value was minus £545. The report of the case at present 
available does not explain how the total value came to be so low, 
but the depreciation of gross value by fixed charges, easements, 
and restrictive covenants must have been very heavy. How- 
ever, the result was clear. The landowner was left, under the 
method prescribed by the Act, with a site value of negative amount, 
and this the Inland Revenue Commissioners wished to adopt as the 
original site value. The referee, before whom the matter first 
came, decided in their favour, and perhaps it is not surprising 
that he should have followed the directions of the Legislature to 
a strict mathematical conclusion. But the Court of Session have 
refused to admit negative quantities as a basis of taxation, 
and have held that the Act does not allow of an assessable 
site value sinking below zero. Consequently, where the 
method of the Act leads to a negative result, the assessable 
site value is zero, and it remains at zero until the negative 
result changes to a positive value. In the meantime, of 
course, no increment value duty can be chargeable. Whether 
in the particular case there was, in fact, any site value which 
could be fairly so described, we have not the materials for 
saying. Presumably, the result is correct, and there was no 
value which could be a basis of taxation. But it will not be 
surprising if the decision leads to a re-consideration of the 
extremely artificial scheme which the Legislature has adopted. 








The Origin of Way-side- Strips. 
I, 


WE are all familiar with the grassy tracts or strips which lie 
by the side of most of our country roads and lanes—sometimes 
on one side, but generally on both sides of the road. The ques- 
tion of the origin of these grassy strips of waste by the road- 
side is a matter of much more than mere academical interest. 
If we appreciate the reasons which must have led to their 
existence, we are in a position to appreciate aiso the reasons for 
the presumptions of law which govern all questions regarding 
the ownership of these strips and the adjoining fences and 
ditches—presumptions which, as the recent case of Copestake v. 
West Sussex County Council (1911, 2 Ch. 331) shews, are fre- 
quently applied by the courts. 

Most of us are familiar with the reasons usually given for 
their prevalence. There is a widespread belief, not only 
amongst the uninformed, but also amongst those engaged in 
the law, that the origin of these strips lies in what is known as 
the public right of deviation. It is said that the public, having 
had a right to deviate when the road was impassable because of 
its foundrous condition, were entitled to break through adjoining 
hedges and fences, and to traverse the adjoining land for so far 
as might be necessary to avoid the bad parts of theroad. And 
it is said that owners whose lands abutted on highways, to avoid 
their closes being broken into, set their fences back from the 
road. This no doubt appears on first sight to be a most natural 
explanation of the origin of way-side strips. But is it sound? 
We submit that it is not. For the present we shall pass over 
the absurdities to which any such right would lead, and we shall 
examine briefly some of the authorities and dicta upon which 
a artificial notion of a right of deviation appears to have been 

ut. 

The late Lord BLackBuRN, then a judge of first instance, 





said, in Arnold v. Holbrook (1873, L. R. 8 Q. B. 96, at p. 100), that 
all the dicfa in the books on the public right of deviation are 
founded on Duncomb’s case. It appears to us, and probably the 
learned reader will agree, that the dicta in Henn’s case, however 
unauthoritative those dicta may have been, are much more likely 
to have promulgated the specious notions of rights of deviation 
than anything which is to be found in the reports of Duncomb’s 
case. 

The report of Henn’s case (1632, W. Jones, 296) states that 
the judges agreed “ that it hath been adjudged that if a man do 
inclose, where he may by law, that he is bound to leave a good 
way, and also to keep it in continual repair at his own charge, 
and the country ought not to be contributory thereto.” Mr. 
Attorney seems to have known the particulars of the case in 
which it had been so adjudged. At any rate he stated those 
particulars to the court. According to his statement the 
particulars of the earlier case seem to have been as follows :—In 
an action of trespass the defendant justified on the ground that 
he had used an immemorial public way by foot through the Jocus 
in quo. The plaintiff replied that the defendant had strayed 
from the way. The defendant rejoined that by the default of 
the plaintiff, who ought to have repaired it, the footpath was 
“adeo lutosa et funderosa,” and that he had departed from the 
way only so far as was necessary to avoid the bad parts. This 
was held a good justification. The report, obviously referring 
to the particulars stated to the court by the Attorney-General, 
adds these words—* out of which Mr. Attorney inferred, that 
in case a man incloseth and doth not make a good way, it is 
lawful for passengers to make gaps in his hedges, to avoid the 
ill way, so that they do not ride further into his inclosed grounds 
than is needful for avoiding the bad way.” 

Strange to say, Duncomb’s case (1634, Cro. Cor. 366) does not 
appear to refer to any right of deviation at all. In that case the 
party indicted had inclosed lands on both sides of an ancient 
highway, whereby he had “ straitened” (i.¢, narrowed) the way, 
and had excluded the public from the use of the adjoining land, 
on which they had formerly passed when the way had become 
impassable. He was indicted for not keeping the new way in 
sufficient repair. The case really amounts to nothing more than 
this, that if a man encroached on a highway and thereby 
narrowed it so as to increase the wear and tear on that part of 
the way still available for the public, he was obliged to bear the 
cost of repairing the narrowed road. The parish had, theretofore, 
been chargeable with the repairs. Had it not been for the 
narrowing, apparently, the repairs would not have been necessary. 
Consequently, the party encroaching was held to be thenceforth 
chargeable with repairs to the exoneration of the parish. It is 
difficult to see how the court could have arrived at any other 
conclusion, for, on the one hand, the public could not have been 
allowed to suffer by the act of the py encroaching on the 
highway, and, on the other, the parish were not responsible for 
the encroachment. 

The head-note to the obscure case of Absor v. French (2 Show. 
28), whic is apparently the same case as Asser v. Finch (2 Lev. 
234), boldly lays it down that “if a highway be foundrous, a 
passenger may go over the next adjoining land.” The reports 
of this case are so meagre that little reliance can be placed on 
them. From the report in Shower it would appear that it was 
an action of trespass, the defendant having deviated over the 
plaintiff's land. The defendant pleaded that the plaintiff had 
stopped the way. On demurrer, this plea was held good, and 
the report adds “for if the way be so foul as is not passable, I 
may then justify the going over another man’s close next 
adjoining.” There was judgment for the defendant. But from 
the report of the same case in Levinz, which is subsequent in 
date to that in Shower, we learn that the plaintiff replied with 
the plea, “extra viam,” and issue being joined there was a verdict 
for the plaintiff. In other words, the so-called right of deviation, 
so far as it was not exercised over land subject to the public 
right of way, appears to have been directly —< 

In Arnold v. Holbrook (supra) the defendant had pulled down 
hurdles whieh the plaintiff had erected to keep the public from 
straying from a public footpath over his land. The defendant 
claimed that he was entitled to remove the hurdles because the 











480 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


May 4, 1912. 








path was in a muddy and bad condition. The plaintiff had 

loughed up the way. The court held that there had been a 
fimited dedication only, and that the right of passage enjoyed 
by the public was subject to the owner's right of ploughing up 
the surface. In the view which the court took it was unneces- 
sary to consider the doctrine of deviation ; but both CocKBURN, 
C.J., and BLACKBURN, J., expressed the opinion that the public 
right of deviation could only exist where it had been used from 
time immemorial. 

These dicta of the two last-named judges appear to us to 
dispose of the so-called right of deviation. They shew that the 
right of deviation is nothing more or less than the right of high- 
way. If land were subject to a right of deviation, that land was 
subject to a highway. 

(To be continued.) 








Reviews. 


Commercial Laws of the World. 


Tue ComMERCcIAL LAws or THE WortD, CoMPRISING THE MERCAN- 
TILe, Bruits or ExcHance, BANKRUPTCY AND MARITIME LAws OF 
Aut Crvmisep Nations. ToGETHER WITH COMMENTARIES ON 
Civu, Procepure, ConsTITUTION oF THE CouRTs, AND TRADE 
Customs. IN THE OrIGINAL LaNnGuaGEs, INTERLEAVED WITH AN 
ENGLIsH TRANSLATION. CONTRIBUTED BY NUMEROUS EMINENT 
SpecraALists oF Ati. Nations. British Edition. Consulting 
Editor : The Hon. Sir Taomas Epwarp Scrutton, Judge of the 
King’s Bench Division of the High Court of Justice. General 
Editor : Wrm.t1am BowsrTEapD, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). Vol. II.: South America, Colombia. Vols. VII. and 
VIIL.: North and Central America, United States. Vol. XXXII. : 
South Europe, Spain. 


These volumes make substantial progress in the great task of 
compiling the commercial laws of the world which the publishers have 
undertaken. The two volumes assigned to the United States are, 
by reason of community of language, equal to four of the volumes 
assigned to other countries, where a translation accompanies the 
original text ; but this isno more than is reqnired by the importance 
of the subject and the necessity of covering the various States 
and Territories. The editor, Mr. C. H. Huberich, Professor of 
Law in the Leland Stanford Junior University, California, 
contributes an introduction in which the scope and arrangement 
of the work are stated. A section on codification and unification 
shews the progress which has been made under these heads. As in 
England, the tendency is rather to codification of special branches of 
commercial law than of the civil law as a whole. Unification is a 
pressing necessity in view of the divergencies of law between 
different States, but it is being attained with only indifferent 
success. The American Bar Association holds annual conferences 
on the subject, and at these fifty States, Territories and Possessions 
are represented. A Negotiable Instruments law has been adopted by 
forty States and Territories, though absolute uniformity has not been 
secured. Various States have introduced modifications in the draft 
Act submitted to them, and the courts of different States have in 
some cases placed different interpretations on the same provisions 
of the law. These difficulties, the editor observes, are unavoidable 
under the federal system. The introduction is followed by a section 
on bibliography, which gives an extensive list of collections of 
statutes, reports, journals, and law treatises in the United States. 
The law itself is arranged under twelve headings, and each of these 
appears to be very fully treated. Thus the part on the Law of Com- 
mercial Papers explains in detail the law as to negotiable instruments. 
Almost the whole of Vol. VIII. is devoted to commercial corpora- 
tions. 


The volume on the Commercial Law of Spain has been translated 
by Mr. W. A. Bewes, and that on Colombia by Mr. Edward S. 
Cox-Sinclair. Spanish law is important, not only in itself, but as the 
source of much of the law of Central and South America. The intro- 
duction to the Spanish volume traces the history of the law from 
early times down to the Code of Commerce which came into force on 
the Ist of eet mo 1886, and which forms the text of the volume. 
Similar historical treatment is accorded to the law of Colombia, 
though this does not require to be carried back beyond the last 
century. The various eoiee at present in force in that country are 


founded on codes of other Spanish-speaking countries. The Codes 
of Inland Commerce and of Maritime Commerce both date from 1870, 
and there have been numerous laws modifying the former. The 
introductions to the different systems of law form a very interesting 
and useful feature of the werk. 





Books of the Week. 


Partnership.—A Treatise on the Law of Partnership. By 
the Right Hon. Lord Linpiey, a Lord of Appeal in Ordinary. 
Eighth Edition. By the Hon. Watrer B. Linpiey, a Judge of 
County Courts; T. J. C. Tomi, M.A, B.C.L. (Oxon.); and A. 
AnpREWeEs Utuwatt, B.C.L. (Oxon.), Barristers at-Law. With an 
Appendix on the Law of Scotland, by J. CAMPBELL Lorimer, 
LB. K.C. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Land Taxes.—The New Land Taxes and Their Practical 
Application: being an Examination and Explanation from a Legal 
Point of View of the Land Clauses of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 
1910 (10 Edw. 7, Ch. 8), and the Revenue Act, 1911 (1 Geo. 5, c. 2), 
By T. B. Naprer, LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Equitable Assignments.—The Nature, Requisites_ and 
Operation of 4 ny Assignments (being the Yorke Prize Essay 
for 1911). By Franx C. T. Tupspery, B.A. LL.B., Barrister-at- 
Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Criminal Appeal Cases.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Report 
of Cases in the Court of Criminal Appeal, March 4, 18, 25, and 
April 1,2 3,1912. Edited by Herman Conen, Barrister-at-Law. 
Vol. VIL, Part VIII. Stevens & Haynes. 








Points to be Noted. 


Company Law. 


Reduction of Share Capital.—A scheme for the reduction of 
share capital may provide for payment off of some shares and not of 
others, and may impose on the holders of shares to be extinguished 
an obligation to accept debenture stock in lieu of cash, and may 
involve the raising by other means of the money required to effect the 
reduction.—Re THomas DE LA Rue & Co. (LimITeD AnD ReEpDvucED) 
(Eve, J., July 18) (55 Soricrrors’ JouRNAL, 715 ; 1911, 2 Ch. 361). 


Trustees of Debenture Stock—Appointment of 
Receiver—Right to Remuneration.—Trustees of debenture 
stock, entitled by the trust deed to a fixed remuneration per dnnum 
and a lien upon assets, are entitled (like directors) to the remunera- 
tion and the lien until the trusts are finally wound up, and notwith- 
standing the appointment of a receiver—Re Piccaprtty Hore. 
(Limitep); Paut v. THe Company (Swinfen Eady, J., Oct. 24) 
(56 Soticrtors’ JouRNAL, 52 ; 1911, 2 Ch. 534). 


Private Company.—A private company is one which, by its 
articles, restricts the right of transferring its shares and the number 
of its members, and prohibits the offer of its shares to the public ; 
and the fact that it ignores in practice these provisions in its articles 
does not make it any less a private company.—Park v. Roya.ties 
SynpicaTE (LimitepD) (K. B. Div. Ct., Dec. 12) (1912, 1 K. B. 330). 


Receiver and Manager—Existing Contracts.—A receiver 
and manager for debenture-holders, although he is their agent and 
not the agent of the company, is not entitled to disregard the com- 
pany’s existing contracts (and so damnify the company) in order to 
sell its output at a better price for the benefit of the debenture- 
holders.—Re NEwpicatTE Coiirery (LimitEp) ; NEWDEGATE v. THE 
Company (C. A., Jan. 26) (1912, 1 Ch. 468). 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


WHITE v. GRAND HOTEL, EASTBOURNE (LIM.). Joyce, J. 
29th and 30th March; Ist, 2nd, and 18th April. 


EaSeEMENT—RiGut oF Way—RiGut or User ror Horses AND CARRIAGES 
—ALTERATION OF Mops or Usen—Private House ALTERED TO Horet— 
Moror-caks—UNRESTRICTED GRANT. 


In_ 1883 it was verbally agreed between P. and F., the owners of 
adjoining property, that F. should enjoy a right of way through « 
gateway and along a private lane on P.’s property to and bp F.’s 
property, which was occupied as a private Sedna ents, and the main 
road ; dnd from that time the said lane and gateway were used by F. 
and his successors in title for foot passengers and horses and carriages 
as of right. In 1911 the defendants, F.’s successors in title, turned the 
dwelling-house into an annexe of their hotel, enlarged the gateway, and 
used the gateway and lane for the purposes of driving motor-cars and 
carriages belonging to visitors at the hotel to a garage that had been 
built in the grounds of the annexe. In an action by the plaintiff, P.’s 
successor in title, for an injunction to restrain the defendants from so 
using the lane, 

Held, that the defendants’ right of way over the lane in question was 
not to be restricted to user for the purposes for which user would be 
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required at the time of the grant, but that the defendants were entitled 
to an unrestricted right of way. 

Semble : a grant of a right of way for horses and carriages includes a 
grant of right of user for motor-cars. 

This was an action by the plaintiff White, the owner of freehold 
property in Eastbourne, and Fenn, his tenant, for an injunction to 
restrain the defendants from exercising an alleged right of way over a 
private road belonging to the plaintiff. 
were as follows. In 1883 one Ford was the owner of the property now 
belonging to the defendants, and one Peerless the owner of the property 
now belonging to the plaintiff, this property consisting of a yard 
vccupied as a mews and a lane running therefrom into Silverdale-road. 
The boundary between the two properties was a party wall. Ford 
then erected a house, St. Vincent’s Lodge, upon his land, and while 
this was being done, he and Peerless agreed that a portion of the party 
wall should be removed, that Ford should erect another wall on his 





The facts, as far as material, | 


A mark which is in fact nothing more than a mere surname repre- 
sented in a special or particular manner is not a registrable trade-mark, 
except under an order of the Board of Trade. 

This was a special application for an order directing the registrar to 
proceed with the registration of a trade-mark, which it was sought to 
register in class 22 in respect of motvor-cars. The mark consisted of 
the name ‘‘ Benz ”’ written in a circular form, the letters being distorted, 
surrounded by a wreath of foliage within two concentric circles. The 


| application was made under section 9, sub-section 5, of the Trade-marks 


| Board of Trade, be deemed a distinctive mark. 


property, cutting off a triangular piece thereof, which was to be thrown | 


into the road, thus widening the access to the mews, and in return should 
have a gateway into his grounds from the lane and a right of way 
thereby into or from Silverdale-road. The alterations were made, and 
from that time forth Ford and his successors in title used the gateway 


and the lane as an access to St. Vincent’s Lodge, for foot passengers | 


and also for horses and carriages. In 1911 the defendants acquired St. 
Vincent’s Lodge, which had till then been occupied as a private dwell- 
ing- house, and turned it into an annexe of the Grand Hotel, and built 
a garage in the grounds. 


They also set back the wall, and widened | 


the gateway leading into the lane, which gateway and lane they used | 


for the purposes of driving motor-cars and carriages belonging to visitors 
at the hotel to and from the garage. The plaintiffs then instituted 
these proceedings, claiming an injunction to restrain the defendants 
from using their private road for the passage of motor-cars or other 
vehicles, and an order that they should rebuild and reinstate the gate- 
way and wall. 


become vested in them, so that the wall as existing was a party wall, 
so that the defendants had no right to remove it to enlarge the gate- 
way; that the change in the nature of St. Vincent’s Lodge from a 
private house to an hotel increased the burden of the easement origin- 
ally granted upon the servient tenement, so that the easement became 
extinguished ; further that a grant of a right of way for horses and 
carriages made in 1883 would not include user by motor-cars. 
fendants contended that the grant, being unrestricted in terms, was a 
grant for all purposes. 

18th April.—Joyce, J., in a considered judgment, having stated the 
facts, said : As to the triangular piece of land lying between the site of 
the old party wall and the new wall erected by Ford in 1883, the plaintiffs’ 
claim by adverse possession is, in my opinion, untenable. Such use and 
occupation as the plaintiff, his predecessors and tenants have had of the 
piece of land has been under the arrangement between Ford and Peerless : 
cf. Leigh v. Jack (5 Ex. Div. 264). The plaintiffs claim to exclude the 
defendants from the use of any right of way at all along the passage 
from the mews to Silverdale-road. 
me practically was—I hope I am not wrong in saying this, and I think 
it is right—that if the defendants are still entitled to a right of way for 
horses and carriages along the lane, the plaintiff could not obtain an 
injunction merely upon the ground that the way was used by motor- 
cars instead of carriages drawn by horses, and I think this must be so. 
The reai question is whether the defendants are entitled to use for 
carriages and horses to and from St. Vincent’s Lodge the way agreed 


for, now that St. Vincent’s Lodge is not used merely as a private | 


dwelling-house, but is what I may call a sort of dependence of the 
Grand Hotel. The chief argument addressed to me was that if the 
agreement between Ford and Peerless, with what took place subse- 
quently, did in equity give Ford and his successors any right of way 
over the plaintiff’s premises to St. Vincent’s Lodge, the use or enjoy- 
ment of such right of way must be restricted so as no longer to enure 
for the benefit of the owners of St. Vincent’s Lodge unless the same 
continued to be used and occupied precisely as they were when the 
agreement was made—i.e., as a private dwelling-house only. <A great 
many authorities were cited, not all quite consistent, but in my opinion 
the result is that the authorities cited at pages 90 and 91 of Theobald 
on Land do support the proposition there stated—viz., ‘‘ where there is 
an express grant of a right of way to a particular place to the un 
restricted use of which the granter of the right of way is entitled, 
the grant is not to be restricted to access to the land for the purposes 
for which access would be required at the time of the grant.’” In my 
opinion that statement is correct, and I think the law is so settled : 
in other words, I hold that the defendants had an unrestricted right 
of way to and from St. Vincent’s Lodge, and that nothing has happened 
to determine such right of way. The consequence is that this action 
fails, and must be dismissed with costs.—CounseL, Hughes, K.C., and 
W. E. Greaves, for the plaintiffs; R. F. Norton, K.C., and C. H 
Sargant, for the defendants. Soricrrors, Meredith, Mills, & Clark; 
Coward & Hawksley, Sons, & Chance. 
[Reported by R. C. Canrinoeton, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re BENZ & CIE. RHEINISCHE AUTOMOBILE IN MOTOREN 
FABRIKEN AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT TRADE-MARK APPLICATION. 
Joyce, J. 25th April. 


TRADE-MARK—SpPectaAL APPLICATION—SURNAME REPRESENTED IN PartI- 
cuLAR MANNerR—AppticaTion Rerusep—Trabé-marks Act, 1905 (5 
Ep. 7, c. 15), s. 9, suB-secrion 5. 


The plaintiffs contended that the triangular strip of land | 
that had been thrown into the lane in 1883 had, by adverse possession, | 


The de- | 


The result of the discussion before | 





Act, 1905, which permits of the registration of ‘‘ any other distinctive 
mark,’’ but a name, signature or word or words not falling within the 
previous paragraphs of the section shall not, except by order of the 
The applicants con- 
tended that here it was their device as a whole that was sought to be 
registered, not the name ‘‘ Benz’’ alone, that as a whole it was a 
‘‘distinctive mark,’’ and the fact that the name formed a feature, 
perhaps the most prominent feature, of the mark was not sufficient to 
prevent registration. It was argued on behalf of the registrar that the 
name was substantially the only distinctive feature of the mark, and 
that a surname was not registrable (Ze Lea’s T'rade-mark Application, 
56 Soricrrors’ JourNAL, 308); if the mark was to be registered, there 
must be a disclaimer of any right to an exclusive use of the name 
** Benz.”’ 

Joyce, J., said :—As at present advised, I must say that a mere 
surname cannot be registered as a trade-mark under section 9, sub- 
section 5, of the Act, except under the order of the Board of Trade. I 
think further that the fact of a mere surname being printed or repre- 
sented in a special or particular manner would not exempt it, if appli- 
cation were made under section 9, sub-section 5, from the necessity of 
obtaining an order from the board of Trade. With reference to the 
mark here applied for, it appears to me that the only distinctiveness 
of it consists in the name * Benz,’’ which is represented in a peculiar 
manner in the inner circle of the device. This really amounts in sub- 
stance to an application to register a mere surname represented in a 
particular manner, which I think cannot be done without the order of 
the Board of Trade. If the mark could be registered, a disclaimer 
would, in my opinion, be necessary with respect to the surname “ Benz."’ 
The application must therefore be dismissed.—CounseL, Kerly and 
F’. BE. Bray, for the applicants; Sargant, for the registrar. Soxicrrors, 
Julius A. White; Solicitor to Board of Trade. 

[Reported by R. C. Carrineton, Barrister-at-Law.] 


UPTON ». HENDERSON. Eve, J. 26th April. 


Pustic Poticy—WITHDRAWAL OF PETITION FOR DivorceE—COVENANT BY 
Co-RESPONDENT NOT TO GO WITHIN CERTAIN AREA—RESTRAINT OF TRADE 
—LIBERTY OF SuBJECT—PENALTY—INJUNCTION AND DAMAGES. 


A petitioner in a divorce suit withdrew his petition on the co-respon- 
dent covenanting not to go within a certain area, and paying a sum 
of £3,000 to trustees to be held in trust for the plaintiff in case of a 
breach of the covenant. The co-respondent committed a breach of the 
covenant, and in an action to restrain the breach, and for payment of 
the stipulated sum, contended that the covenant wag void on the ground 
of public policy. 

Held, that the defence failed, and that the plaintiff was entitled to 
an injunction and the £3,000. 

This was an action for an injunction to restrain the defendant from 
committing a breach of a covenant and for an order directing payment 
to the plaintiff of a sum of £3,000. In March, 1911, the plaintiff filed 
a petition for divorce on the ground of the misconduct of his wife with 
the defendant, who was cited as co-respondent. Subsequently negotia- 
tions for a settlement were entered into, and the plaintiff agreed to 
take his wife back and to have the petition dismissed on condition 
that the defendant covenanted that he would not during a period of 
fifteen years go within a radius of ten miles of the plaintiff’s residence 
on any pretext whatever without the plaintiff's consent, and on condi- 
tion that the defendant paid to trustees the sum of £3,000, to be held 
by them in trust for the plaintiff in the event of a breach of the covenant 
by the defendant. These terms were embodied in an indenture of 
lst of May, 1911, and subsequently the defendant committed a breach 
of the covenant by coming within the prohibited area. It was con- 
tended on behalf of the defendant that the covenant was void as being 
against public policy, on the ground that it was in restraint of trade 
and that it was an infringement of the liberty of the subject. Further, 
it was argued that the plaintiff could not claim both an injunction and 
the £3,000, and that the latter sum was in the nature of a penalty which 
the court would not enforce. 

Eve, J.—In this case the plaintiff claims an injunction to restrain 
the defendant from committing a breach of the covenant contained in 
the deed of 1st of May, 1911, and he also claims execution of the trusts 
of that deed by payment to him of the £3,000 held upon trust under 
that deed. The defendant raises several defences, which at the hearing 
were reduced to three. The first of such defences goes to the whole cause 
of action, and is that the covenant is void as being against public policy ; 
the other two defences only arise in case the first fails. The circum- 
stances under which the deed was executed are somewhat painful. The 
plaintiff filed a petition for divorce from his wife on the ground of 
adultery with the defendant, but before the petition was heard the 
plaintiff became desirous of taking his wife back and placing her beyond 
temptation, and the defendant was not averse to entering into some 
arrangement for that purpose. The plaintiff, with a view to protect 
his wife, insisted as a condition of dismissing the petition that the 
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defendant should covenant that he would not, during the period of 
fifteen years, come within a radius of ten miles of the plaintiff’s resi- 
dence on any pretext whatever without the consent of the plaintiff, 
and in order to better secure the performance of the covenant the 
plaintiff required the defendant to pay to the trustees of the deed the 
sum of £3,000, to be held by them upon trust for the plaintiff in case 
of a breach of the covenant by the defendant. The first defence, which 
goes to the whole cause of the action, is that the deed is void as being 
against public policy. It is said that the £3,000 represents damages 
fora wrong. But that objection is clearly disposed of by the facts. If 
the defendant abides by his covenant, not a penny piece would go to 
the plaintiff. So far from being damages for a past wrong, the pay 
ment depends entirely on the future conduct of the defendant. Then 
it is said that the contract is contrary to public policy because the 
effect of it is to restrain the defendant from carrying on any trade 
within the area. As a rule, covenants in restraint of trade are against 
public policy, but there are numerous exceptions to the rule. No doubt 
a contract containing no reference to trade may be a colourable device 
in restraint of trade, but that is not the case here. The deed con 
tains stipulations to be found in many separation and other contracts, 
and if the defendant’s contention is right, all such stipulations would 
be void as being in restraint of trade. I cannot apply the rule to a 
covenant of this nature. In the present case, where the honour of the 
wife is concerned, it seems to me more in accordance with public policy 
to exclude the defendant from the prohibited area. Then it was said 
that the covenant was void as infringing the liberty of the subject. 
But there are numerous vhich servants, 
bound themselves to remain in particular places, and it cannot be said 
that such contracts are against public policy. Therefore, the defence 
on the ground of public policy fails. That and the breach 
being admitted, prima facie the plaintiff is entitled to an injunction. It 
is said, however, that he cannot have both an injunction and the £3,000, 
and in support of that contention the case of General Accident Assur- 
ance Co. vy. Noel (1902, 1 K. B. 377) was cited. But that case is not 
in pari materia with the present case. The parties clearly intended 
that if the defendant committed a breach of the covenant, his interest 
in the £3,000 should cease. I think, therefore, the plaintiff is not put 
to election, and that he is entitled to the £3,000 as well as an in 
junction. Lastly, it is said that the £3,000 is a penalty, and that 
inasmuch as it is payable if the defendant goes a few yards within the 
area the court will not enforce it, because no damage could be done. 
I think there is no substance in that objection. All that I have to do 
is to direct the execution of the trust, and it is not for me to vary 
the trust. All the defences, therefore, fail, and the plaintiff is entitled 
to an injunction and an order on the trustees to pay the £3,000 to the 
plaintiff.—Counset, 2’. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Maugham; Clayton, 
K.C., and Young; Cann. SOLIcITORS, Hdwards, & Jones; 
I’. G. Evan Jones; D. M. Paul. 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re A DEBTOR (No. 4 OF 1912, SALFORD). Vhillimore and Bray, JJ. 
22nd and 23rd April. 


Bankruetcy—Norice or SUSPENSION or Pay 
Bankruptcy Acr, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr., c. 52), 


Bankruprcy—Actr ot 
MENT BY NON-TRADER 
s. 4, SUB-SECTION 1 (u 

calling meetings of their creditors 

suspend payment 


Circular iweued by non-tra le; 
should not be construed as notices of 


the terms plainly indicate 


intention to 


unles such an intention. 


Appeal by petitioning creditors from the dismissal of their petition 
by the Registrar of the County Court at Salford. The debtor in this 
case was a physician and surgeon. On the 20th of February, 1912, 
his solicitor sent to all the creditors a notice in the following terms : 
‘**20th February, 1912.—Dear Sirs,—Dr. A. B. has consulted me with 
reference to his financial position, and I shall be glad if you will 
attend a meeting of his creditors, to be held here on the 23rd inst.. at 


3 p.m.”’ At the meeting on 23rd February it was proposed by the 
debtor’s solicitor that the debtor should be allowed to retain £300 a 
year out of the earnings of his practice and devote the remainder, 


estimated at about another £300, to the eradual repayment of 20s. in 
the £ to his creditors. The debtor refused the advice of some of the 
creditors that he should file his own petition. The appellants dissented 
from this proposal, and presented a bankruptcy petition alleging that 
the circular and the proposal at the meeting both amounted to notices 
of intention to suspend payment. The Registrar held that neither was 
a notice to suspend payment and dismissed the petition. Counsel for 
the appellant contended that the circular in this case was in almost 
identical terms with that in Re Dagnall, Ex parte Soan & Morley 
(1896, 2 Q. B. 407), which was held to amount to a notice of intention 
to suspend payment Counsel for the respondent contended that such 
a circular issued by a who was not a trader had never been 
held to amount to a notice of suspension of payment. The only reported 
case of a statement by a non-trader being held to amount to such a 
notice is Re Scott (1896, 1 Q. B. 619), and in that case Vaughan Wil 
liams, J., expressed considerable doubt as to whether this act of 
bankruptcy can be committed by non-traders. Hills’ Trustee v. Row- 
lands (1896, 2 Q. B. 124) is a case of a non-trader, but there the circular 
in question was held not to amount to a notice of suspension. Counsel 


person 








for the appellant, in reply, contended that the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
made no distinction between traders and non-traders, whereas under 
the Act of 1869 procedure by Debtor’s Summons, which was analogous 
to bankruptcy notice, was confined to traders. The circular in this 
case shewed an intention to deal with the creditors collectively : Crovk 
v. Morley (1891, A. C. 316), Re Scott (1896, 1 Q. B. 619), and Ex parte 
Dash, Re Selwood (1 Mans. 66). Further, the proposal at the meeting 
on the 23rd of February amounted to a notice of intention to suspend 
payment. 

PHILLimore, J. (after stating the facts) said : The decisions in point 
in this case are Crook v. Morley, Re Scott, and Re Dagnall. The deci- 
sion in Crook v. Morley was based on the deduction that everyone who 
received the circular in that case would read it as a notice of 
suspension, because after sending out a circular in such terms it 
would have been inequitable for the debtor, who was a trader, to 
pay any one creditor before the creditors’ meeting. Therefore it was fair 
to assume that the debtor contemplated suspension. In the case of 
a non-trader most debts are payable in presenti, but are not expected to 
be so paid, and the time of credit varies enormously. Business debts are 
based on credit given on a fixed principle, or on fixed times of pay 
ment. te Scott is the only reputed case of a statement by a non- 
trader being construed as a notice of suspension, and also the only 
case of a verbal notice. The words in that case are very different from 
the present. Miss Scott said: ‘‘I won’t pay anybody now. 7 
I am acting under advice and I refuse to see aioe at all.”” That 
case only decides that such language used by a non-trader does amount 
to a statement that she is in such a state of insolvency that acting 
under advice she must deal with her creditors collectively. In He 
Dagnall it is true that the circular was very much like the present one, 
but that case was really reported upon the question of the liability of 
a married woman who has ceased to carry on a trade. Her creditors 
knew she had given up trading and that she had not the money to 
pay her trade liabilities, and therefore might well infer that she 
intended to suspend payment. I think that the Act of 1883 applies to 
non-traders, but there is a necessary distinction between them and 
traders. In the case of a non-trader creditors receiving such a circular 
as this would not infer that the debtor would be acting inequitably 
if he paid his butcher or baker before the date fixed for the meeting, 
nor would they suppose that he was not going to make such pay- 
ments. Therefore in the particular facts of this case I think this 
circular was not an act of bankruptcy. As to the proposals at tl 
meeting, I do not think they amount to notice of suspension, for th« 
essence of them was that the debtor should continue to practise, and 
he refused to file his petition. 

Bray, J.—In Crook v. Morley the circular was a clear statement of 
insolvency and made by a trader; it could mean nothing but that he 
intended to suspend payment. In He Dugnall the circuiar was not so 
clear, but the debtor had stopped business, which made it quite 
different from the present case. Surgeons do not ordinarily suspend 
payment of their debts. Except in cases of traders these circulars 
ought not to be construed as acts of bankruptcy. The only known 
case of a non-trader is He Scott, and there the words were very plain. 
I am not impressed by the authorities, and have to consider this case 
apart from them. Here you have a surgeon earning about £600 a year. 
The petitioning creditors are money-lenders claiming on a promissory 
note for £120. For a surgeon it is not the ordinary course to suspend 
payment, but to try to come to terms with his principal creditors, and 
that is all the circular meant. The proposals at the meeting shew no 


intention to suspend, for his intention was to go on practising. I think 
they are still less of a notice of suspension than the words of the 
circular. ‘Appeal dismissed.—CounseL, Hansell; Frank Mellor. 


Soricrrons, W. B. Glasier; J. Moverly Sharp, for G. P. Haworth, 
Manchester. 


(Reported by P. M. Francue, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re A DEBTOR (No. 2 OF 1912, BRENTFORD). Fw parte THE 
JUDGMENT CREDITORS. Phillimore and Bray, JJ. 22nd April. 
BankRuprcy — BANKRUPTCY Notice — Execution — PART-PAYMENT 0! 

JupemMent Desr into County Court—Banxkruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 

47 Vicr., c. 52), s. 4, sus-secrion 1 (G)—County Courts Act, 1888 

(51 & 52 Vicr., c. 43), s. 105—Counry Court Rutes, Orp. 33, r. 15; 

Orp. 25, rr. 7, 8, 23a. 

Where a creditor has recovered judgment in the county court for a 
certain amount, and the debtor pays part of that amount into court, the 
creditor cannot issue @ bankruptcy notice for the whole amount, because 
the county court will not issue execution for the whole amount. 


Appeal from the decision of the registrar of the county court at 
Brentford setting aside a bankruptcy notice. On the 25th of October, 
1911, the creditors obtained judgment against the debtor in the Clerken- 
well county court for £57 5s. 6d. The judge ordered this sum to be paid 
into court on the 7th of November. On the 6th of November the debtor 
paid £10 into court, and notice of such payment was given by the regis- 
trar to the creditors, who at once wrote to protest against such part pay 
ment, and stated that they refused to accept it. The creditors then 
issued a bankruptcy notice for £57 5s. 6d. in the Brentford county 
court, which was set aside by the registrar, from whose decision the 
creditors appealed. Counsel for the creditors contended that when 
judgment has been given for a certain sum, and that amount has been 
ordered to be paid on a certain day, the court has no power or authority 
to receive a part thereof without the consent of the judgment creditor. 
The creditor is not bound to accept a tender of part payment : Brooke 
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v. Emerson (95 L. P. 821) and Re Gentry (1910, 1 K. B. 825). By 
section 105 of the County Courts Act, 1888, where the judgment exceeds 
£20 it shall be ordered to be paid either forthwith or within fourteen 
days from the date of the judgment, unless the plaintiff consents to 
receive payment by instalments. The registrar cannot accept part pay- 
ment before the date on which the whole is ordered to be paid. By 
Ord. 23, r. 13, the registrar has to give notice to the creditor of every 
payment into court so that the creditor may decide whether he will 
accept it or not. The whole object of the debtor’s payment in this case 
was to evade bankruptcy proceedings by reducing the debt below £50. 
Counsel for the debtor contended that there was no evasion of bank- 
ruptey proceedings, for a bankruptcy notice can be issued on a judg 
ment debt of any amount, but if execution be stayed as to part of a 
judgment a henlsephier notice cannot be issued for the whole: Pe 
Child (1892, 2 Q. B. 7). The payment into court may not be a pay- 
ment to the creditor, but it operates as a stay of execution pro tanto, 
and the county court can on issue a warrant of execution for the 
balance. The creditor here can still issue a bankruptcy notice for 
£47 5s. 6d., and petition for £57 5s. 6d., for the stay of execution is 
not payment, but the money is deposited in court as security, and if 
the creditor elects to refuse it he is not paid. 

PuItirmore, J.—In this case the amount of a judgment for £57 5s. 6d. 
was ordered to be paid into court on the 7th of November, and £10 was 
paid into court on the 6th of November. The judgment creditors pro 
tested, and issued a bankruptcy notice for £57 5s. 6d. The registrai 
held that notice to be bad, and we agree with his decision. If this had 
been a High Court judgment, the debtor could not have compelled his 
creditor to accept part payment; but in the county court the procedure 
is different, the payment has to be made into court, and the proceedings 
in execution are taken in charge by the county court officials. Ord. 23, 
r. 13, requires the registrar to give notice to the creditor of every pay 
ment made into court, whether by instalments or otherwise, and that 
looks as if defendants had the right to pay in portions of their debts. 
No doubt in practice that is often done, and such payments are often 
taken out by plaintiffs. We do not decide whether the plaintiff must 
take it out or not—that is not the question here, for we are not dealing 
with a bankruptcy petition, but with a bankruptcy notice which must 
be for the exact sum which a debtor can be compelled to pay, and it is 
now well settled that the words in section 4, sub-section 1 (g) of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, ‘‘ and execution thereon not having been stayed,”’ 
imply that a bankruptcy notice can only be issued in respect of a 
judgment debt for which execution can be issued. We therefore have 
to consider whether the creditors could have got the county court to 
issue execution for £57 5s. 6d., and having regard to several provisions 
in the orders and rules we think that the county court officials could 
not have issued execution for more than £47 5s. 6d. By Ord. 25, r. 7, 
a person applying for execution has to furnish a precipe containing the 
number of the plaint and the residence or place of business and de 
scription of the execution debtor. Rule 8 lays down that the execution 
shall be for the whole amount of the judgment or order and costs 
then remaining unsatisfied. The Form of Precipe (161a) leaves to be 
filled in by the clerks at the county court office the amount due on 
the judgment, the amount due for costs, and the amount paid into 
court; and for the balance remaining after the deduction of the last 
item the warrant of execution is issued. It is therefore clear that in 
this case the court would only have issued execution for £47 5s. 6d., 
£10 having been paid into court. 

Bray, J.—It is well settled that a judgment creditor can only issue 
a bankruptcy notice for the same amount for which he can issue 
execution : Re Child (1892, 2 Q. B. 77). The county court rules as to 
payment into court are not very clear, but on the whole seem to imply 
that a judgment debtor can pay into court less than the full amount 
due. Ord. 25, r. 8, the form of precipe (16la), the form of warrant 
(163), and Ord. 25, r. 23a (4), all go to shew that execution is only to 
issue for the balance remaining unsatisfied after deducting the amounts 
paid into court. Whether the £10 paid into court in the present case 
is a part satisfaction of the debt or not, it is in court, and the court 
having £10 in hand would not issue execution for more than the 
balance of £47 5s. 6d. Appeal dismissed,—CounseL, Coumbe, H. 
Jacobs. Soxricrtors, Clarke, Lewthwaite, & Co.; Percy R. Gibbs. 

[Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 





*."In the report of the judgment in the case of Re L. J. Lea, 
Limited’s Trade-mark (ante, page 309, line 3 from top), the words ‘‘ but 
that case no longer applies”’ should read, ‘‘and if that case no longer 
applies, the,’’ &c. 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 
GENERAL MEETING. 


A general meeting of the Law Society was held at the society’s hall, 
Chancery-lane, on Friday, the 26th ult., the president, Mr. WiLL1AM 
Joun Humrrys (Hereford) taking the chair. The following members 
of the council were present :—Mr. Charles Leopold Samson (vice- 
president), the Hon. Walter Bernard Louis Barrington, Mr. John 
James Dumville Botterell, Mr. Cecil Allen Coward. Sir Homewood 
Crawford, Mr. Weeden Dawes, Mr. Robert William Dibdin, Mr. Walter 
Dowson, Mr. Robert Ellett (Cirencester), Mr. William Edward Foster 





(Aldershot), Mr. Samuel Garrett, Mr. Herbert Gibson, Mr. Charles 
Goddard, Mr. John Roger Burrow Gregory, Mr. John Waller Hills, 
M.P., D.C.L., the Hon. Robert Henry ‘Lyttelton, Mr. Philip Hubert 
Martineau, Mr. Charles Henry Morton (Liverpool), Mr. Robert Chan- 
cellor Nesbitt, Mr. Arthur Copson Peake (Leeds), Mr. William Arthur 
Sharpe, Mr. Frank William Stone (Tunbridge Wells), Mr. William 
Melmoth Walters, Mr. Robert Mills Welsford, and Mr. William Howard 
Winterbotham ; and the following extraordinary members :—Mr. Arthur 
Joseph Clarke (High Wycombe), Mr. Thomas Eggar (Brighton), Mr. 
Charles Elton Longmore (Hertford), Mr. William Henry Norton (Man- 
chester), Mr. Richard Alfred Pinsent (Birmingham), and Mr. Robert 
Pybus (Newcastle-upon-Tyne); and Mr. 8. P. B. Bucknill (secretary) 
ind Mr. E. R. Cook (assistant secretary). 

SCHOLARSHIP. 

The Prestpent : Before we proceed to the business on the agenda, I 

hould like to say that I have a letter from Mr. Wightman, who has 
long been a member of the council, and who, I very much regret to say, 
is retiring this year, in which he sends us a security which will produce 

£30 a year, which amount he proposes should be expended on a scholar- 
ship, to be called the Sheffield Prize, to be given to candidates at the 
Kaster final examination. It is a very handsome gift. I only had the 
letter a day or two ago, and I should like to take the opportunity of 
expressing, in an informal way, our appreciation of the high-minded 
onduct in regard to the profession which Mr. Wightman has shewn. 
Tue Lanp TRANsFeR ACTS. 

The first business on the agenda is the adjourned debate on Mr. 
Rubinstein’s motions which were brought forward at the January general 
meeting. I can now tell the meeting very much what the position of 
land transfer is at the present time. You will recollect that at the pro- 
vincial meeting at Nottingham a resolution was carried referring to 
the council the president’s suggestions on the subject of land transfer, 
and Mr. Rubinstein’s paper and motions, on the understanding that the 

suncil would consider them with the representatives of the provincial 
Law Societies at a conference to be called after the Long Vacation. 
Accordingly, a conference was called, and there was a very large meet 
ing, with a very large attendance of country societies, and they passed, 
perhaps not quite unanimously, but by an overwhelming majority—I 
think there were only six or seven dissentients at the outside—a series 

f resolutions, These resolutions recommended as follows :—1. That 
the council be recommended to inform the Lord Chancellor that, with 
| view to simplifying the transfer of land, the council are prepared to 
submit a Bill for assimilating the law of realty and personalty in accord- 
ance with the views of Mr. T. Cyprian Williams, as summarised in 
paragraph 101 of the report of the Royal Commission, and to invite 
his lordship to support such a measure. 2. That the consideration of 
the question of any extension of the system of compulsory registra- 
tion of title should be deferred until the law has been amended, as 
above suggested, and the amendments recommended by the report of 
the Royal Commission have also been passed into law, and the system 
as amended has been found to work satisfactorily. There was also a 
resolution, 3. That opposition should be offered to any Bill designed 
to take away the right of the county councils to determine whether or 
not the present or any system of compulsory registration of title shall 
be established in their counties.’”” These were the resolutions which 
were agreed to, and accordingly we sent to Mr. Cyprian Williams the 
Bill he had prepared, with instructions to adapt it to the present posi 
tion of affairs. While that Bill was before him, I had a communication 
from the Lord Chancellor asking me to see him, and as the result of 
several interviews with him, some alone and some in company with one 
or two members of the council who were good enough to come with me. 
What took place I am not at liberty to say, because, as you can quite 
understand, whatever passed was strictly confidential. But I may say 
that we were received with the utmost courtesy and kindness by the 
Lord Chancellor, who was perfectly willimg to listen to and to discuss 
what we had to say. And the fact was that we had several interviews 
with the Lord Chancellor, so that we were not put off or pooh-poohed 
in any way. But the end of it was that we did not see our way to 
agree to any measure which the Lord Chancellor intimated to us he was 
prepared to introduce into the House of Lords. Accordingly, having 
got Mr. Cyprian Williams’ Bill into shape, at all events as regards that 
part which deals with the simplification of the law, and which, in the 
view of the council, must be passed before any satisfactory measure 
of registration of title of any sort can be successfully launched—havin; 
got that Bill so drafted, we, in pursuance of this resolution, sent it to 
the Lord Chancellor, and asked if he would introduce it in the House 
of Lords. I ought to say that in the meantime a notice appeared in 
the papers that the Lord Chancellor contemplated bringing a Bill inte 
the House of Lords to give effect to the report of the Royal Commis- 
sion. However, when he got our Bill, the only answer we got was that 
he had received it, and was much obliged to us for sending it, and that 
it should have very careful consideration. Since then we have heard 
nothing more from him upon the subject. 

Mr. Cuas. Forp (London) : When was that? 

The Prestpent : About a month ago. I am quite willing to say that 
Mr. Cyprian Williams’ Bill was a matter to which he gave a very 
great deal of attention, and we did not unduly burry him. We wished 
to get the best Bill that was possible. That is the present position of 
the matter. All I have to say is that I should be very sorry if any- 
thing should be said or done at this meeting at which the Lord Chan- 
cellor might reasonably and fairly take offence, and what the counct 
think is that if Mr. Rubinstein considers it desirable that some resol" 
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tion should be passed at this meeting, they will be prepared to accept 
that part of his resolution to which we are all »greed—namely : ‘1 
That (a) the experimental working of compulsory :egistration of title id | 
the county of London since January, 1899, has proved that the system 
is complicated, dilatory and costly; (b) the amen !ments recommended 
by the Report of the Royal Commission on Land Transfer are not calcu 
lated to and cannot remove defects which are fundamental.’’ The reso- 
lution as moved by Mr. Rubinstein is as follows : —‘‘ That (a) the ex- 
perimental working of compulsory registration of title in the county 
of London since January, 1899, has proved that the system is com 
plicated, dilatory and costly; (b) the amendments recommended by the 
Report of the Royal Commission on Land Transfer are not calculated to | 
and cannot remove defects which are fundamental; and (c) accordingly | 
this meeting recommends the council to take into serious consideration | 
the question whether or not the Privy Council should not now be asked | 
to exercise its power of rescinding the Order applying compulsion to 
the county of London and thus relieve London property owners from 
the burden of having to find £50,000 a year for the upkeep of 
the Land Registry Office.”’ So far as (a) and (b) are concerned, we are 
prepared to accept the resolution. With respect to the next, I think 
it is utterly useless for us to take into further consideration the 
question whether or not the Privy Council should be asked to exercise 
its power of rescinding the Order applying compulsion to the county | 
of London. We know perfectly well that they will not exercise that | 
power whatever representations are put before them. I do not think 
there is any harm in my saying that in the course of our interview the 
Lord Chancellor rather ridiculed the idea of anything of that sort, at 
the present, at all events. As to the next resolution, I think the 
same objection would apply. It runs :—‘‘ That having regard to the 
fact that the system of registration of title, notwithstanding that it 
has been available in this country since 1862, has never succeeded in 
securing the confidence of property owners, and is to-day more dis- 
trusted than ever, this meeting desires to record its conviction that the 
time has come for recognizing the fact that the Land Registry Office is | 
unable to justify its existence, and should consequently be brought to 
an end.”’ I do not know if Mr. Rubinstein thinks it desirable to put 
on record again what we have on record already. Nobody doubts that 
we look upon the system of compulsory registration as a complete 
failure, and that we feel that the reforms suggested in the Report of | 
the Royal Commission would on that ground not make it satisfactory 
to the profession. If he wishes to put that on record again, the council 
have no objection; but we hope that he will not press the matter any 
further than that, after what I have said. 

Mr. Rusrnstein said that the position of the matter was—— 

The Prestpent : May I say a word? I take it you are going to make 
aspeech? That should be made in reply to the debate. I do not want 
to stop you if you are only going to say you will accept the proposition 
of the council. But if there is going to be a debate, I think the debate 
should come first and your speech in reply. 

Mr. Rusinstetn said he would reserve his remarks. Some of the 
members might perhaps give the meeting the benefit of their views. He 
confessed that he had been taken somewhat by surprise by the course 
adopted by the president. He had received no intimation with regard | 
to what would be done. 

Mr. Forp said he thought they must act with great caution and dis- 
cretion in the matter. He was very much impressed with what the 
president had said. The profession were in a very awkward position. | 
The Lord Chancellor had imputed to them that they were ever ready | 
to do everything possible to promote legislation in their own interest. 
That was, as they all knew, an unwarranted allegation, but coming from 
so high an authority it made it more than ever necessary that they 
should be extremely careful how they handled this very complicated 
matter. He was very much impressed with what the president had 
said, and he hoped that Mr. Rubinstein, to whom they were very much 
indebted for the immense amount of labour he had bestowed upon the 
question, would be wisely influenced by the president’s remarks, and 
would see his way to take the course which had been suggested, which | 
he had no doubt was the outcome of the most calm and deliberate con- | 
sideration on the part of the council, so that it could not be alleged 
that the society was taking any course otherwise than in the interest 
of the public and the community. 

The Prestpenr asked Mr. Rubinstein whether he accepted the sug 
gestion of the council. If he did not, the debate must go on. He did 
not want to prevent discussion. 

Mr. J. 8. Ruspinstermn (London) asked that the debate might proceed, | 
and he would then be able to determine what course he should adopt. 

Mr. Epwarp A. Bett (London) said he should take it that the resolu 
tions before the meeting were those on the printed paper of business, and 
he did not agree with their exceedingly strong and far-reaching | 
language. The meeting was asked solemnly, and he supposed with a 
great deal of decisiveness, to say in the interest of the public that the 
Land Transfer Acts were a failure. But he rather ventured to say 
that the result of the working of the Acts had engendered in the publi 
mind a general consensus of opinion that they were for their benefit. 

Mr. Rusrnstern : Oh, no. 

Mr. Bett asserted that the method of dealing with land as now being 
carried on in the Land Transfer Office had certainly curtailed and 
shortened the extremely cumbrous and, in many respects, archaic 
methods of conveyancing which existed before the passing of the Acts. 
(“Oh!”’ and laughter.) Perhaps the members had not been to the 
Land Registry. Perhaps he might remind them that in order to convey 
property or obtain a mortgage or charge effected on that property it 
only required three attendances to carry what would have been | 


| the public mind, assuming that there was any effect at all? 


| existed in Tooley-street. 


| take account of the existing facts before them. 


otherwise a very complicated procedure. It was a trite saying that ihe 
transfer of land should be as easy as a transfer of shares, 
and he ventured to think that here was an_ institution able 
to effect this, controlled by Government and which commanded 
ll the respect which was felt for the executive power. 
Then if machinery could be devised, which he believed had 
been devised, for the carrying through of transfers and other dealings 
with land in as easy and safe a manner as the transfer of shares, these 
Acts were to be recommended by the society. It had been his intention 


| to move an amendment, but it was rather difficult to amend resolutions 


of so drastic a nature. His amendment would have been to strike out 
the greater part of the resolutions so that they read : “‘ That this meet- 
ing recommends the council to take all such steps and make all such 
recommendations as may be considered expedient and necessary for the 
effectual working of the Land Transfer Acts of 1875 and 1897.”’ He 
did not propose to move that, having ‘regard to the expression of opinion 
of the council, but he would suggest that the language of the first part of 
the resolution might have been a little modified. Was it desirable in 
the public interest that the whole thing should be swept away, including 


| the benefit of the able and intelligent labour of a number of years 


which had resulted in the compilation of records which were available 
for every citizen who had to deal with land, and that we should be 
remitted back to the cumbrous system of conveyancing which existed 
before these Acts were brought into being. What would be the effect upon 
If there 
were any effect he was afraid it would take the form of a deprecatory 
smile. The resolution, and he said it with every possible 
respect for Mr. Rubinstein, for whose endeavours he had the greatest 
esteem, reminded one of a state of affairs which we were told once 
He could hardly think that the members 
could allow themselves to be led away, however able and with however 
much enthusiasm had been imported into the subject by Mr. Rubin- 
stein, to pass a resolution which he ventured to think would have no 
effect whatsoever in interfering with the system which was of great 
service, and which was now become established. He urged the adoption 


| of a proper amendment in place of the violently-worded resolutions, a 
| temperate suggestion from a dignified and responsible body such as the 


council of the society. ‘That would have much more effect than such 
resolutions. No one entertained more admiration for Mr. Rubinstein’s 
efforts than he did, but he would recommend him to turn his efforts 
in the direction of getting rid of other abuses which existed, such as 
the cumbrous system which prevailed with respect to the taxation of 
costs. 

Mr. R. Eutettr (Cirencester), member of council, said that in order 
that the debate might take a form such as Mr. Bell had suggested he 
would move that all the words of Mr. Rubinstein’s motion but those 
which the president had informed the meeting the council were pre- 
pared to accept be omitted. If that should be accepted by the meeting 
the debate might be narrowed very much; but he should like to say 
one word rather in the way of explanation. Mr. Rubinstein on the 
last occasion made a very interesting and able speech, but the drift of 
it rather was to indicate that there was something like antagonism be- 
tween him and the council on this question. That was not at all the 
fact. If they differed it was only in regard to the method of pro 
cedure, and not at all on fundamental matters. They were convinced 
by the intimation which the president had made that they were 
prepared to accept the first portion of the resolutions, which declared 
that the working of the system had proved complicated, dilatory and 
unsatisfactory, and notwithstanding the able argument of Mr. Bell 
he thought they might still declare that the system as at present at 
work in ‘London was complicated, dilatory and costly, and that the 
amendments recommended by the Royal Commission were not calcu 
lated to and could not remove defects which were fundamental. The 
president had told them what his opinion was, and he thought 
they must share his view that, with the Report of the Royal 
Commission just out, and with no legislation at present pr 
posed upon it, it would be impossible to expect that an application 
of that kind would be acceded to, and that the Order would be 
rescinded. And he saw no object, unless they thought it would be 
attended to, in making such an application, unless it were necessary 
to indicate the attitude of the profession on the subject. It clearly was 
not necessary to do that, because he was afraid to say how many years 
one’s experience could go back during which they had persistently 
expressed their opinion that the system of the Land Transfer Acts 
was not a good one, and that it could not effect the reform which 
appeared to be desirable. It could not be necessary that they should 


| indicate their opinion further on that point, because the authorities and 


the public would know what their attitude was upon it, and, indeed, 
so well did they know it that it had been constantly represented that 
their position of no reform in the matter of land transfer was due to 
selfish and improper motives. Therefore, not only would, he thought, 
the passing of the resolutions which he asked the meeting to strike out 
be useless, but they would be absolutely unnecessary, failing to 
: But he thought the 
time had certainly come—though he did not agree with Mr. Bell in his 
conclusions at all—but he did agree with him in this respect, that the 
time had come when the profession must adopt a constructive policy 
and not one of opposition to every kind of reform that was suggested. 
They had been acting upon that policy. They had, as all present knew, 
been instrumental in effecting simplifications and improvements of the 
law for years past which had tended to lessen the difficulties incident 
to the investigation of title. They had now, fostered by the profes 
sion, embarked upon a further step and a great step—that of proposing 
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to assimilate the law of realty and personalty and getting rid altogether 
of the feudal tenure of land, so as to free the transfer of land just as 
much as the transfer of chattels stood free now. That was the policy 
the council, if supported by the profession, were now embarking upon, 
and he hoped that they would “~ the profession at their backs in 
roceeding with that policy. The Lord Eieoealies might, for all they 
_ at this moment accept the Bill which the president had men- 
tioned. A copy had been sent to him, but at all events the council had 
taken the first step, had submitted to him that Bill, and if the law were, 
simplified in the way that the Bill would simplify it, there was no 
doubt that many difficulties incident to land transfer would cease to be. 
The great difficulty which lay in the public mind of the repeated in- 
vestigation of title which was required would be largely got rid of. The 
meeting had before them the President’s scheme as produced by him 
at Nottingham. That was the scheme the members approved of, of 
assimilating the law in the way he had mentioned of registration 
of simple ownership, making the transfer of land as analogous to the 
transfer of stock as the different circumstances of the different proper- 
ties would permit. If they read the evidence before the Royal Com- 
mission, they would find that some variation of that scheme, but aiming at 
the same issue, was put forward by several witnesses, including their 
valued colleague Mr. Hills, and the council were at this moment 
engaged in considering a scheme which he had been good enough to 
draft, and which aimed at the same general object which he had men- 
tioned, and in due time the council would submit whatever scheme they 
thought it possible to put forward. Now the position at the present 
moment for taking the course on the part of the council appeared to 
him to be an extremely favourable one. The existing system of regis- 
tration in London was placed before the public as a discredited system, 
and that being so the ground was cleared for the promulgation of some 
other scheme simpler and better. The state of the Parliamentary busi- 
ness was favourable. Nobody in that hall could imagine that there was 
any probability that any measure of a serious character affecting the 
registration of land could pass in a session like the one which was now 
well getting on. Therefore in every way it appeared to him that the 
time was perfectly favourable for the ——- giving ample con- 
sideration to the various schemes they had before them for substituting 
something for this present scheme, which they might all accept, and he 
asked the support of the profession in adopting the policy which the 
president had indicated. 

The Vice-Prestpent (Mr. C. L. Samson, London) : I beg to second, 
as vice-president, Mr. Ellett’s amendment. 

Member asked what resolution was before the meeting. He 
understood that Mr. Rubinstein had not moved anything. 

The Prestpent said that the resolutions were moved «t the las‘ 
eneral meeting, and they were before the meeting on an adjournment. 

here was now an amendment by Mr. Ellett, seconded by the vice- 
president, to the effect that the whole resolution should be left out 
after the end of No. 1. He accepted (a) and (b), and moved that the 
resolutions be adopted so far and nothing more. 

Mr. RvustnsteIn said he had been taken somewhat by surprise 
by the action of the council. It was flattering to him that 
they accepted a portion of his resolutions, but he urged that they 
ought to go further, because if they stopped where it was proposed to 
stop it was indicating no policy which was at all leading to any finality. 
It recognised that the system had broken down. They said that the 
amendments the Royal Commission had proposed, even if carried 
into effect, would not remove the fundamental defects of the system, 
and they stopped there. Well, if they believed that, as he assumed 
they did, or they would not say so, why did they not go further? Why 
did they not say that the time had come when this defective system 
should be brought to an end? They should recollect that this was being 
carried on at an expense to property owners who were—he was going to 
say fleeced—who were put under a toll to the extent of £50,000 a year to 
xeep this institution going on. Surely there could be nothing wrong in 
the council calling attention to one of the provisions of the Act of 1897 
and saying that the Privy Council had the duty of rescinding at any 
time the order applying compulsion to London, and having regard to 
the views of the profession, they considered they should now exercise 
that right. Of course, if the Privy Council ignore that right it could 
not be helped. Then the responsibility would rest with the Privy 
Council. But why, when they had such convictions with regard to 
this step as they had, should the council hesitate to put their views 
into some definite shape which would allow of the matter being dealt 
with? He could not understand the remarks of Mr. Bell unless he 
spoke from ignorance of the subject, or were they to take his observa- 
tions as humorous? He did not know what Mr. Bell’s experience was. 
He (Mr. Rubinstein) thought he had some experience of the Land 
Transfer Office, and he would like to read a short correspondence 
which passed this month between the Registrar and his firm upon the 
value of an absolute title; because the whole ground for claiming any 
reason for the system was that of an absolute title. If the absolute 
title were cut away there was nothing left. 

The Prestpent asked if this was germane to the amendment? 

Mr. Rustnster said he thought it was. The effect of the corre- 
spondence was to prove that the first men who went on with an 
absolute title did not get any guarantee, but were liable to be shot at 
ao sides. Solicitors dared not advise their clients to take an absolute 
title. 

_ Mr. Forp, rising to a point of order, said that surely this was going 
into the question of defects which were fundamental which had been 
omitted by the amendment. 

The Prestpent said that the armendment did not touch upon it. He 





did not at all challenge Mr. Rubinstein’s statement that the practice 
at the Land Transfer Office was eminently unsatisfactory. His 
experience was, and he knew something about the matter, that the 
absolute title was rather curious than pleasing. But that was not 
before the meeting. The question was whether it was worth while for 
the council to apply to the Privy Council to do something which they 
knew they would not do. They had practically intimated in every 
possible way that they would not consider any such application. They 
would look upon it rather as an attack upon the powers that be. There 
could be no serious idea that such application would result success- 
fully. For those reasons surely it was sufficient to make a protest 
against the system. What more was wanted? 

Mr, Rusrnsrern asked how the council knew that the Privy Council 
would do nothing? They had not made any representation with this 
end. The society had asked them to do so over and over again, to 
represent to the Privy Council that the time had come for rescinding 
the order, and they would not do it. Had his remarks Jed them to 
change their attitude of mind and see whether the Privy Council would 
do it or not? It was their business to represent to the Privy Council 
that the system had broken down and that they should revoke the order 
which placed London property owners under a contribution of £50,000 
a year. 

he Presipent : I really think this must not continue. There is no 
question before the meeting as to the merits or demerits of the scheme, 
or any question of the value of an absolute title or otherwise. The 
point was whether or not the council were to do something actively at 
this moment in the way of applying to the Privy Council. You must 
bear in mind that we are in present negotiation with the Lord Chan- 
cellor, and I may say from what I have seen of him that he will not 
entertain anything of the sort, and to pass this resolution would Le 
rather a breach, if I may say so, of the kind of understanding we have 
had that while in negotiation with him there should be no‘hing like 
actual and vigorous warfare. 

Mr. RuBInsTEIN said they did not want to conycy to the minds of the 
public that solicitors were obstructicnists. People would think that 
they—solicitors—were from personal motives actuated by what they 
were doing. It did come to their notice that the Land Registry were en- 
deavouring, by all means, to get them to take absolute titles. Every time 
one took a title to register for a possessory title they offered an absolute 
title in place, and without making any charge for it. Solicitors had to 
justify themselves to their clients and say why they did not take an 
absolute title when it was offered to them for nothing. They had all 
to meet that position every day. From that point of view he did think 
ihey should know the ground upon which the council were acting. 

The Presipent: But that is no part of the amendment. 

Mr. RusinstTern said it was important, because it emphasised his 
reasons for asking the council to do something as he had suggested. 

The Prestpent: The great objection of the council to this is that we 
do not think that the acceptance of these resolutions would do anything 
to tend to bring the system to an end. 

Mr. RuBINsTEIN said that he knew the council differed entirely from 
his views. He had the view that the operation of the Act could be 
brought to an end. The council took another attitude, and the Act was 
in existence with the prospect of remaining in existence for the rest 
of their lives. He asserted that it was a rotten system, and they should 
do everything they could to enlighten the public in that view. 

The Prestpent: We did not think it necessary to enlighten the pubtic 
by accepting the resolutions. 

Mr. Ruprster said that was a difference of opinion again. The 
society did not often get opportunities of discussing the subject. They 
had the council present, and he urged that there should be an oppor- 
tunity given for discussion. He had taken an interest in the subject, 
and though the council had a committee to deal with it, he had never 
been invited to attend any meeting of that committee, and had no means 
of bringing his views forward; but at a meeting like this he 
thought that the council should give him, an opportunity of explaining 
the views he held. The correspondence he fred referred to was as 
follows :—There was a letter dated the 13th April from his firm to the 
Registrar as follows :—‘‘ No. 178,772. Referring to the offer you have 
made to give our client, the owner, an absolute title to the property to 
be registered under the above number, kindly allow us to explain why 
we cannot accept the offer. As the law stands, it appears to us that 
a first registered proprietor of land with an absolute title does not 
obtain any indemnity, but, on the contrary, he becomes responsible for 
the title for all time. If, however, you can satisfy us that we are 
mistaken in our legal position, we should be very pleased to reconsider 
your proposal.—Yours truly, Ruptnsterx, Nas#, & Co.” An answer 
was received on the 16th as follows :—‘‘ In reply to your letter of the 
13th inst., I am directed by the Registrar to say that, though he does 
not agree with the views you express as to the liability of the first 
registered proprietor, he trusts that you will not think him discourteous 
in declining to discuss them with you. Instructions have been given 
that this case should be completed with possessory title.—I am, gentle- 
ment, your obedient servant, Hvcu Pottock, Assistant Registrar.”” His 
firm replied on the 18th :—‘ We have received your letter of the 16th 
inst., and for which we are obliged. We note your statement that you 
do not agree with the views we have expressed as to the liability of a 
first registered proprietor. May we remind you of the evidence you 
recently gave before the Royal Commission on Land Transfer, and 
paragraph 57 of the Commissioners’ report? It appears by this para- 
graph that you suggested that, if compensation should become payable 
to any claimant under a title prior to the absolute title, ‘the first 
recistered proprietor would be liable to make good the amount of the 
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compensation to the insurance fund.’ We gather you have since 
changed your views. It would, we think, be right for you to state 
the ground which led to the change.”’ A further letter came from the 
Registry dated the 19th, which said :—‘‘ In reply to your letter of the 
18th inst., I am directed by the registrar to say that he has nothing 
to add to my letter of the 16th inst.”’ He did suggest, having read the 
correspondence, that it was a very serious thing for a solicitor to advise 
a client to accept an absolute title which carried with it liability for 
an indefinite period 

Mr. Bett said that he objected altovether to the notion that it was 
for all time. 

Mr. Rustnstein asserted that it was for all time. There was no limit 
to the time when a man might be called upon to make good defects. 
How could solicitors advise their clients to accept an absolute title with 
the Act before them, when an absolute title was the whole merit 
claimed for the system. He did not wish to reply te the 
various allegations made by Mr. Bell. Of course, he (Mr. Rubinstein) 
felt in this difficulty—the council had all the power, the members 


were practically rather helpless. He did say—because he had been 
thirteen fourteen 


carrying on this agitation for the last t __or t 
years, and hardly had found himself assisted, if he might 
use the word, by the council—the council had no policy on the 


subject ; it was simply a matter of drift. They had not the courage of 
their opinions, of their convictions. They believed that the Act was 
unworkable, that it was a gross failure, and yet did not take the only 
practical way that was open to them—the active view of calling the 
attention of the representative authorities to the defects. There were 
no publications issued which gave the side of the question he was advo 
cating, though there were plenty to be had on the other. There was 
any amount of literature giving the registrar’s view on the position. 
He took care to utilise some of the £50,000 in trying to educate the 
uneducated public as to the merits of the system; but—and he thought 
that a grave omission on the part of the council—nothing was issued 
which gave the other side of the situation. He was rather in the hands 
of the meeting, and must take what he could get. The amendment did 
not carry them an inch further, but one realised that when the council 
as a body put the matter to the meeting in this way it was very difficult 
for one member to get the meeting with him; it was almost an impos 
sibility. It would be equal to a vote of want of confidence in the 
council, which, naturally enough, the members would not desire to pass. 
Perhaps the better plan would be to take the vote of the meeting in 
favour of the amendment, and if it were carried he would accept it. If 
the meeting voted in favour of the whole resolution, then it would bring 
home to the Lord Chancellor that solicitors were not afraid of the public 
knowing the truth as to the case. They wanted them to know it. 
Unfortunately, the council did not help in that. If they did, the 
Land Transfer Act would not exist another six months. 

Mr. C. E. Lonemore (Hertford), extraordinary member of council, 
said he feared there was some misunderstanding in the matter. He 
was afraid that some people thought the council were not whole-hearted 
in their opposition to the scheme. Speaking for himself, he agreed very 
largely with the policy Mr. Rubinstein had adopted, and which he had 
carried on with such ability. But he urged that they should keep 
their heads and consider whether at the present stage it was a wise 
thing to do to ask the Privy Council to rescind this order. He asserted 
that if he went on behalf of the council, as he should do if he had a 
free hand, and asked Mr. Rubinstein in the secrecy of his private 
room if it was a wise thing to do, he was certain he would tell him that 
he thought it was not. There were many things that they objected to, 
but would Mr. Rubinstein advise that the best thing to do was to issue 
a writ against the Chancellor of the Exchequer? He thought he would 
say not. They all condemned the Land Transfer procedure; they 
thought it a complicated and very bad system from top to bottom. But 
the members should not come to these meetings and attack the council ; 
they should go to their members of Parliament and educate them. 
When they were asked to vote for them they should find out their 
views, and if they were not sound upon these points they should vote 
acainst them. Then they should educate their clients in the matter. 
There was no difference of opinion between the council and _ the 
members. They all absolutely agreed to everything Mr. Rubinstein 
had said, and every argument in the resolution, except one point, as 
to whether it were wise at the present time to ask the Privy Council 
to rescind the order. The answer, everybody was agreed, would be No; 
and to go to the Privy Council would be to plav a false card, and t« 
give their enemies an opportunity of scoring off them. It would be: 
making the most grievous mistake possible. Having said that, havin, 
given the meeting the assurance that Mr. Rubinstein and himself were 
absolutely at one in all other points except as to procedure, he felt 
that the power Mr. Rubinstein had in that meeting, and among those 
who thought with him, would do very much, but he urged him not to 
take the extremely false step of going for the repeal of the order. He 
appealed to him not to be a party to this false and absurd step. 

Mr. Rvusrnstern said that after the appeal which had been _made 
to him, he would like to leave the matter at the amendment. He did 
not wish to place himself in opposition to the council. In the multi- 
plicity of counsellors there was wisdom, and let them hope that it might 
be so in this case. He would accept the amendment, subject to the con 
sent of the meeting, but he did venture to hope that the council woul? 
give the matter more serious consideration, with a virw to seeing if 
they could not do something to educate the public in the matter. 

The amendment was then adopted, and, being put as ¢ substantive 


Dest CoLLectine By Soxicitors. 


Mr. F. Brins.ey Harrer (London) moved, in accordance with notice 

the following resolution :—‘‘ That it be referred to the council to con. 
sider and report to the society whether in their opinion the collection 
of rents and debts by solicitors on the terms of a commission being 
| paid on the amounts recovered is unprofessional conduct on the part of 
| such solicitors.” He said that it might be remembered that at the 
general meeting last January he had asked a question with regard to 
the matter, which was especially interesting to the younger members of 
the profession. The answer given by the president was not very satis. 
factory and reassuring ; he had therefore put the resolution down on the 
paper. He was sure they all agreed that there could be nothing more 
serious to a professional man than that he should not know exactly 
what was or was not professional misconduct, and therefore it ought 
to be settled one way or another as soon as possible. The profession 
he was sure, was rather startled by one of the findings of the Dis ipline 
Committee in a case which had now been reported. The charges made 
against the solicitor who was concerned were three in number, but one 
of them was that he had commenced and carried on an agency for 
the recovery of debts on terms that were champertous and improper— 
namely, that he had agreed to receive 24 per cent. on the amounts 
recovered. The committee thought the charge proved, and the solicitor 
was found guilty of professional misconduct. There were three, or 
rather four, charges, and he was found guilty on all of them, and one 
of them was that to which he was raising an objection. Professional 
misconduct had now been laid down by the divisional court as something 
which was reasonably regarded as dishonourable by a solicitor’s pro 
fessional brethren of due repute and competency. He was rather startled 
at the decision, because he remembered some years ago the question 
had been actually raised by a solicitor and sent to the council for 
their opinion. He had a copy of the letter addressed by Mr, William- 
son, the then secretary of the society, in March, 1893, to the solicitors 
who had written on the subject, which said:—‘‘'The council have 
had before them your letter upon the subject of solicitors 
collecting debts on commission. I am _ desired to inform 
you in reply that in the opinion of the council there is 
no objection to the practice.” He also. found that the 
council’s ‘‘ Book of Etiquette’ had the following :—“ Solicitors inquired 
whether it was unprofessional for them to enter into an arrangement 
with clients to be remunerated upon a percentage basis for the recovery 
of book debts placed in their hands for collection. The council ex- 
pressed the opinion that the suggested arrangement was not objection- 
able.” That book was published in 1909, only two years ago. Of 
course, he was quite aware that the council and the Discipline Com- 
mittee were not the same, but he did think that the council ought to 
know this book, and he thought it most unfair to members of the pro- 
fession that decisions as to professional conduct or misconduct would be 
altered as the council changed. There ought to be a standing rule as 
to whether the decisions of 1893 and 1909 were correct at the present’ 
time. They were official decisions, and some of the members had acted 
upon them. He doubted whether there was a member of the council 
who was not guilty of what was called professional misconduct in this 
matter, if it were professional misconduct; he was certain they all 
collected debts in one way or another on commission. If this was un- 
professional conduct there was not a solicitor in the City who ought 
not to be struck off the rolls. He asked that the council would give an 
authoritative decision as to whether they agreed in the decisions he had 
quoted of 1893 and 1909, or whether they stood by that of 1911. Under 
the Solicitors Act a solicitor could charge his client by agreement by 
percentage. _He had intentionally put in rents as well as debts, and 
he thought they ought to know whether there was any difference. 
The motion was a reference to the council, and he hoped they would 
accept it and bring up some authoritative decision in order that soli- 
citors might know where they stood. 

The Prestpent: I may say at once that the council are quite pre- 
pared to accept the motion, but I may say to Mr. Harper that we feel 
that it is a matter of much difficulty, more than he may suppose. 

Mr. Harper pointed out the difficulty of dissenting from the decision 
given in 1909. 

The Prestpent: I will say nothing more. 
great difficulty—that is all. 

QueEsTIoNns AT GENERAL MEETINGS. 


Mr. Forp had given notice to move, ‘‘ That members having on the 
agenda paper for a general meeting notice of a question shall have 
the option of speaking on such question for not longer than five minutes, 
when putting such question.’’ He said that some fifteen years ago he 
was the author of a plan of giving notice of a question, because he 
thought that such a course would save time. An argument in favour 
of the motion was to be found in the motion which had just been accepted 
by the council. Mr. Brinsley Harper had originally put down a ques- 
tion on the same subject, but as he was precluded from saying any- 
thing in support at the last meeting he had. put down the motion, and 
time had been occupied in consequence which might have been saved. 
He hoped the president would say that he thought it reasonable that 
a member who asked a question should have the right of saying a few 
words with regard to the subject. 

The Prestpent : I do not think we can accept this motion. I think 
that in Parliament, and everywhere else, there is a vital distinction 
between a question and a motion. If the gentleman who asked the 
question could speak for five minutes, somebody else would expect to 
speak for five minutes in answer, and it would drift into a debate at 








It is a matter of very 





resolution, it was agreed to. 





once. I am sorry we cannot accept it. 
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VACANCIES ON THE JupictIAL Bencu. 


Mr. Forp asked the president, in accordance with notice, ‘‘ Whether 
he can give the profession any information as to the Government filling 
up the two vacancies on the Judicial Bench caused by the death of the 
late Mr. Justice Grantham and the resignation of Mr. Justice Lawrance.”’ 
He said he had some statistics which would carry great weight, but 
he was afraid he was precluded from saying one single word in support 
of the subject. 

The PResipent : I can only tell you with regard to the two vacancies 
on the judicial bench that they cannot be filled except on an address 
to both Houses of Parliament. I am unable to say anything more than 
that. 


Decisions oF OrrictAL REereReEs. 


Mr. Brinstey Harper asked the following question in accordance 
with notice, ‘‘ Whether in the opinion of the council it is not desir- 
able that the decisions of the offcial referees under the Finance Act, 
1910, should be published; and, if so, whether the council will en- 
wy to get the official instructions under the Act amended accord- 
ingly?”’ 

The Prestpent : The answer is that the council are of opinion that 
it is desirable that the decisions of the official referees under the 
Finance Act, 1910, should be published, and they will endeavour to get 
the official instructions under the Act amended accordingly. 

On the motion of Mr. Forp, a vote of thanks was passed to the 
president. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
HONOURS EXAMINATION.—MARCH, 1912. 
At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the 


Roll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee 
recommended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 
First Cass. 

(In the opinion of the committee the standard attained by the 
candidates does not justify the issue of any first class list.) 

Seconp CLAss. 

(In the opinion of the committee the standard attained by the 

candidates does not justify the issue of any second class list.) 
Tuirp Crass. 
(In Alphabetical Order.) 

Walter Duncan, LL.M. Liverpool,*who served his clerkship with Mr. 
E. R. Pickmere, of Liverpool. 

Enoch Lewis James, who served his clerkship with Mr. Gerald Bruce, 
of the firm of Messrs. Morgan, Bruce, & Nicholas, of Pontypridd. 

Arthur Ainslie Johnson, who served his clerkship with Mr. Alfred 
Appleby, of Newcastle-upon-T'yne. 

Arthur Charles Martin, who served his clerkship with Mr. George 
Thomas Devonshire, of the firm of Messrs. Doyle, Devonshire, & Co., 
of London. 

Leslie Ernest Peppiatt, who served his clerkship with Mr. C. W. M. 
Price, of London and Byfleet. 

The council of the Law Society have awarded the following prize of 
books :—To Mr. Duncan, the John Mackrell Prize, value about £9. 

The council have given class certificates to the candidates in the 
third class. 

Thirty-six candidates gave notice for the examination. 

By order of the council, 
5S. P. B. Bucknitt, Secretary. 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 26th April, 1912. 





Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the Bar on Wednesday :— 

Lincotn’s Inn.—F. K. Archer (formerly a solicitor), Certificate of 
Honour, Council of Legal Education, Easter Term, 1912; Parsram 
Kundanmal Vasvani, Certificate of Honour, C.L.E., Easter Term, 1912, 
Bombay University, B.A., LL.B., a Vakil of the High Court, Bombay ; 
Satyendra Narayan Choudhuri, Downing Coll., Camb.; 8. Norrie- 
Miller, Hertford Coll., Oxford, B.A.; Shaik Mohomed Mir, Christ's 
Coll., Camb., B.A.; Maung Maung Gyi (II.); Nareschandra Ray; 
Puthampilli Nelakanta Menon; Dr. Syed Mahmud (Alig.), Ph.D. 
(Minster); Kwamin Ata-Amonu; A. G. Manuel; A. R. Manuel; C. A. 
Collingwood, Downing Coll., Camb. ; Kumar Jagan Nath Singh ; Nandlal 
Maneklal Muzumdar, Bombay Univ., B.A.; W. M. Limb, London 
Univ. ; J. G. Paterson; FE. 8. B. Tagart, Christ’s Coll., Camb. 

Inner Tempte.—C. H. da Silva, B.A., LL.B. Camb., Cerificate of 
Honour, Trinity Term, 1911; B. R. Rice Jones, B.A., LL.B. Camb., 
Certificate of Honour, Michaelmas Term, 1911; F. A. Holt, B.A., LL.B. 
Camb., Certificate of Honour, Hilary Term, 1912; G. Howard Jones, 
Liverpool Univ., LL.B., Certificate of Honour, Easter Term, 1912; 
J. W. A. Maude, Oxford; G. A. Ripley, Oxford; J. M. Challinor, 
B.A. Oxford; R. Walker, B.A. Oxford; R. Sri Pathmanathan, B.A. 
Oxford ; J. D. Heaton-Armstrong, B.A. Camb. ; A. A. Engineer, M.A., 











EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1844. 
DIRECTORS. 


+ Chairman —Johbn Croft Deverell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Esq. 


Harold Agnew, Esq. L. W. North Hickley, Esq. 
James Austen-Gartmell, Esy. Archibald Herbert James, Esq. 
Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Esq., K.C. | The Rt. Hon, Lord Macnaghten, G.C.B., 
C. E. Broughton, Esq. G.C.M.@. 

Edmund Church, Esq. William Maples, Esq. 

Philip G. Collius, Esq. Eiward Moberly, Esq. 

Robert William Dibdin, Esq. The Hon, Mr. Justice Phillimore. 
fir Kenelm E..Digby, G.C.B., K.C. George Thompson Powell, Esq. 
Charles Baker Dimond, Esq. Mark Lemon Romer, Esq., K.C. 
Sir Howard W. Elphinstone, Bart. Tue Hoa, Charles Russell, 
Richard L. Harrison, Esq. H. P. Bowling Trevanion, Esq. 


FUNDS EXCEED - - £4,870,000. 
All ciasses of Life Assurance Granted. Reversions and Life Interests Purchased. 


Loans on Approved Securities entertained on Favourable Terms, 
W. P. PHELPS, Actuary and Secretary, 








LL.B. Camb. ; H. G. Ganod, B.A. Oxford; L. J. Stein, B.A. Oxford ; 
D. R. Wijewardene, B.A. Camb. ; G. E. Ryan, B.A. Oxford ; A. Brooke, 
M.A. Camb. ; A. V. Hocking, B.A. Oxford; A. E. Brown, M.A., LL.B. 
Camb.; C. F. Penton, B.A. Camb.; C. H. Jones, B.A. Camb.; S. 
Brooksbank, B.A. Camb. ; G. R. Anderson, B.A. Oxford; C. A. Theed, 
London; H. W. G. Ripley, B.A. Camb.; L. P. Phillips, B.A., LL.B. 
Camb. ; R. D. Ringham, B.A. Oxford; E. B. Carpenter, B.A. Oxford ; 
R. F. Cleaver, B.A. Oxford ; G. D. Roberts, B.A. Oxford. 

Mipptxe Trempte.—W. 8. Meeke, Certificate of Honour, C.L.E., 
Trinity Term, 1911, Criminal Law Prizeman, Easter Term, 1909, Camp- 
bell Foster Prizeman, Easter, 1909; F. W. A. Prideaux; J. C. Davies, 
M.A., London; C. W. W. Greenidge, B.A., LL.B. Camb.; L. W. 
Thyme, B.A.; Moung Tha Din; W. de B. Wood, B.A, Oxford; 
Raghunandan Prashad ; Pyare Lal; Sorabjee Manekjee; 8S. J. Watts; 
E. Braddock; R. 8. Evans, M.A. Lincoln Coll., Oxford; H. A. K. 
Morgan, B.Sc, London; G. P. B. Lailey, B.A. Oxford; Dalip Singh 
Gill; Merwanji Kavasji Sett, Downing Coll., Camb. ; G. M. Gregory ; 
Suttya Dhyan Ghosaul; M. H. Crees; Rameshwar Prasad Sinha; 
Mohammad Zakariya Hashmi; E. C. L. White; W. Duncan, M.B., 
C.M. Glasgow; Maung Su; G. H. B. Radcliffe, B.Sc. London; 
Minocheker Jamshedji Dastur, B.A. Oxford. 

Gray’s Inn.—J. A. Samuel, B.A., LL.B., Selwyn Coll., Camb., 
Certificate of Honour, Trinity, 1911, Holt Scholar, Gray's Inn, 1910, 
Arden Scholar, Gray’s Inn, 1911, Trinidad Government Scholar ; 
Kristnalal Datta, L.R.C.P., L.R.C.S. (England); A. N. Santiago; 
Murgasu Valu Pillai, B.A., LL.B., Downing Coll., Camb. ; Mohamad 
Naim; W. J. U. Woolcock, Secretary to the Standing Pharmaceutical 
Committee on Insurance; A. E. Thomas, Scholar of Meiton College, 
Oxford, M.A., M.D., Medical Officer of Health for Finsbury ; Dakshina 
Ranjan Mukerjea; 8. N. E. O'Halloran; E. D, J. Crump; F. Bairstow ; 
Mohamed Nooruddin; R. R. Smylie, M.A., Dublin, a member of the 
Irish Bar; A. H. H. Richardson, M.P., formerly a solicitor; G. D. 
Clough, Registrar of the High Court of Northern Rhodesia, formerly a 


solicitor. 
. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Desatinc Socrery.—April 30.—Chairman, Mr. G. b. 
Willis. —The subject for debate was : ‘‘ That this House is opposed to 
any policy of Home Rule for Ireland.” Mr. P. B. Henderson opened 
in the affirmative, Mr. J. F. Chadwick opened in the negative. _ The 
following members continued the debate :—Messrs. J. D. McEwen, 
C. P. Blackwell, W. S. Jones, C. F. King, W. 8S. Meeke, and R. F. 
Mattingly. The motion was carried by two votes. 

BrrmincHam Law Srupents’ Socrery.—April 30.—Mr. A. B. Whit- 
field, Barrister-at-Law, in the chair.—The following moot point was 
debated :—‘‘ The editor of ‘ Little Bits,’ with the object of improving 
the circulation of his paper, invents and publishes a competition in 
which he invites his readers to guess the amount of damages (if any) in 
a society scandal case, shortly to be tried in the High Court. Com- 
petitors have to send a postal order for 6d. with each attempt, and the 
total money thus subscribed is to be paid in cash to the subscriber who 
sends in the correct answer. Subsequently, in consequence of a warning 
from the Director of Public Prosecutions, the competition is abandoned, 
and a notice to that effect is inserted in the paper. Prior to the 
publication, however, B (amongst others) sends in an attempt in which 
he estimates the damages as one farthing, which turns out to be correct. 
Can B recover the prize-money from the publishers? Mr. A. J. 
Hatwell opened in the affirmative, and was supported by Messrs. ; r. G. 
Mander, J. B. Hargreave, C. E. Shelley, H. Cooke, E. C. G. Clarke, 
and A. J. Long. Mr. J. D. Sampson opened in the negative, and was 
supported by Messrs. S. H. Robinson, R. A. Gardner, W. J. Blackham, 
H. 8. Brookes, B.A., and T. H. Ekins. After the openers had re- 
plied, the Chairman summed up, and, on the question being put to the 
meeting, the voting resulted : For the affirmative, 6; for the negative, 
5. A hearty vote of thanks to the Chairman for presiding concluded 
the proceedings. 
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BY APPOINTMENT. 


GENERAL 


ACCIDENT FIRE AND LIFE 
ASSURANCE CORPORATION, Limite. 
ESTABLISHED 1885. 

Assets Ove lie ees ogee 
Claims Paid EXCEED ... rryrteyeey 


_ £4,000,000 
CHIEP OFPICES: General Buildings, Perth. 
General Buildings, Aldw) ch, Strand, Lond n, W.C. 


FIDELITY GUARANTEE INSURANCE. 


Bonds acce ted by the High Courts for Receivers and Administrators; by Board 
of Trade for Trustees in Bankruptcy and Liquidators. 

Bonds also accepted by the Inland Revenue, Excise, Treasury, and other Govern- 
meat Departments. 


CONTINGENCY RISKS. 


; Guarantees issued in respeet of Lost or Missing Documents, Defective Title, 
Missing Beneficiaries, and Issue Risks. F. NORIE-MILLER, J.P., General Manager. 














Obituary. 
Mr. E. J. Castle, K.C, 


Che death is announced of Mr. Edward James Castle, K.C., Recorder 
of Bristol, which occurred on the 27th ult. He was educated at King’s 
College, London, and served in the Royal Engineers for some years. 
In 1868 he was called to the Bar, and joined the Western Circuit. He 
was extensively employed in arbitration and rating cases, and was 
author of a work on “ Rating,’’ which passed through four editions. 
He took silk in 1888, and became Recorder of Winchester in that year, 
and subsequently Recorder of Bristol. . 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. W. J. Boarp, solicitor, has been appointed town clerk of Notting 
ham. Mr, Board has been town clerk of Rotherham. He was admitted 


in 1900, 


Changes in Partnerships, &c. 
Dissolutions. 


ArcuipaLp Keen, Wittiam Avcustus Fypett Rogers, and ArTuur 
CHRISTOPHER RopwELL, solicitors (Keen, Rogers, & Co.), 59, Carter- 
lane, London, March 20. Upon the appointment of the said Archibald 
Keen as a Mastei 
on in future by the said 


William Augustus Fydell Rogers and 
Arthur Christopher Rodwell. i 


[Gazette, April 26. 


Information Required. 


ROBERT AUBREY MEADE.--Any person having the custody of 
a will or any knowledge or information respecting a will of the above- 
named Robert Aubrey Meade (son of the late Capt. John Meade and 
Mrs. Elvira Meade, of Earsham Hall, Suffolk), who died at Duncans, 
Cowichan Lake, Vancouver Island, British Columbia, on March 21, 
1912, is requested to communicate immediately with Maude & Tunni- 
cliffe, Arundel House, Arundel-street, London, W.C. 


General. 


On Tuesday the Royal Assent was given by Commission to the Aimy 
\nnual Bill and the Central Argentine Railway Bill. 


The President of the Law Society (Mr. W. J. Humfrys) has con 
sented to preside at the 52nd anniversary festival of the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association on Thursday, June 6, 1912. 

While walking along Inverness-terrace, Bayswater, last week, says 
the Daily Mail, Mr. Arathoon Arathoon, an Indian barrister of the 
Inner Tem) le, dropped down and died almost immediately. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday last Mr. Martin asked the 
Attorney-General what was the number of cases in arrear in the King’s 
Bench Division when two new judges were appointed last year, to what 
number had the list been reduced since, and how did it now stand. 
The Attorney-General said : On 12th October, 1910, the date on which 
the two judges appointed under the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 
1910, commenced their duties, the total number of cases awaiting triai 
was 867. That number has been reduced by more than one-half, and 
the number of cases awaiting trial on 15th April was 412. These cases 
include jury and non-jury cases, but not appeals and cases in the 


Divisional Court. 


of the Supreme Court; such business will be carried | 

















Judge Cluer, at the Whitechapel County Court, says the Evening 
Standard, having referred to an important decision of a former High 
Court judge on a question of cheques, said that, although he could not 
recall the facts precisely, he was certain about the judgment, because 
it was as characteristically clear as all the morning findings of his lord- 
ship. The solicitor engaged in the case observed, ‘“‘I am sure your 
honour’s judgments are as easily interpreted as those of the late judge 
of the High Court.” Judge Cluer : ‘‘ But, forgive me, I do not go to 
sleep in the afternoon.” 


The special committee of the corporation have, says the 7'imes, re- 
affirmed their previous report viewing the suggestion of amalgamating 
the administration of criminal justice at the Old Bailey as desirable, 
if practicable, subject to the corporation’s rights and privileges being 
preserved and financial arrangements approved, and recommending that 
negotiations as to details should be at once entered into. The matter 
will come before the corporation at their next meeting. The Lord Chief 
Justice has, says the Z'imes, forwarded to the City Corporation a 
unanimous resolution of those judges who are Commissioners at the 
Old Bailey to the effect that there are serious objections to the proposal 
for amalgamating the administration of criminal justice there, and that 
amalgamation is not possible. 


A question arose, says the 7'imes, in a case at the Westminster County 
Court on the 26th ult. as to whether a document produced was an 
original letter or a copy. A manifold copy letter-book had been used 
composed of alternate pages of thick and thin paper. The letter was 
written upon the thin paper and a carbon sheet duplicated it upon the 
thick paper, which was torn out and posted. Receipt of the letter was 
not admitted, and there had been no notice to produce. Counsel 
tendered the ‘‘ flimsy ”’ as the original letter, contending that it was a 
duplicate, or copy, which was despatched. It was a novel suggestion. 
Judge Woodfall agreed as to the novelty of the contention, and held 
that the actual letter was what was sent, not that retained by the 
sender, and ruled out evidence as to what the letter contained. 


A dinner was given on the 27th ult. by his friends at the Bar to Mr. 
Edge, who recently resigned the judgeship of the Clerkenwell County 
Court. Mr. Justice Pickford presided, and in proposing the health 
of the late judge, remarked that it was more difficult for a county court 
judge to give satisfaction to everybody than it was for a High Court 
judge. The work of the former was irritating and trying, because he 
often had to struggle through a maze with two wordy and angry old 
women about an alleged debt of 1s. 4d., neither saying a word about 
the case. Mr. Edge said that something like 60,000 cases, including 
judgment summonses, had come before him. He hoped that something 
would be done to stop the great amount of perjury committed in the 
county courts. The difficulty of arriving at the truth was getting 
greater every day. 

Complaints are sometimes heard, says the Law Quarterly Review, 


| of the cases presented to the House of Lords and the Judicial Com- 


| mittee being burdened with excessive masses of matter of which the 





greater part is useless for the purpose of the decision. But the Supreme 
Court of the United States appears to suffer even worse things. The 
following passage occurs in the judgment of the court in the great cas 
of the Standard Oil Co. v. United States, decided in 1910 : ‘‘ The record 
is inordinately voluminous, consisting of twenty-three volumes of printed 
matter, aggregating about twelve thousand pages, containing a vast 
amount of confusing and conflicting testimony relating to innumerable, 
complex, and varied business transactions extending over a period of 
nearly forsy years”: 221 U.S., at p. 30. Presumably the defence of 
the lawyers who were answerable for the record would be that to this 
day no man in the United States knows what is and is not relevant 
under the Sherman Act. 








Royat, Navy.—-Parente thinking of the Royal Navy as a profession 
for their eons can obtain (without charge) full particulars of the regula 
tions for entry to the Royal Naval College, Osborne, the Paymaster 
and Medical Branches, on application. Publication Department, Gieve, 
Matthews, & Seagrove, Ltd., 65, South Molton-street, London, W.— 


[Advt.] 








Wny Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisn Temperance Lire Assurance Co. (Lrmtrep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ‘Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
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Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 








Date. Wannixerox. Ngvitys. Paxxen, Evs. 
May 6 Mr Synge Mr Greswell Mr Leach Mr Goldschmidt 
pe | Borrer Church Gol t Bloxam 
heseee 8 Beal Churcao Farmer 
. 9 Bloxam Borrer well Charcao 
aneveteseven 10 Goldschmidt 8 Beal Greswell 
conceee wo A Farmer Beal Borrer Leach 
COURT OF APPEAL. 


EASTER SITTINGS, 1912. 


The . or other Business ne to be taken will, from time 
to time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


(Continued from page 453). 
FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Final and New Trial List.) 
1912. 


In re the London Building Act, 1894 Minturn v Barry appl of 
applt from judgt of Justices Bankes and Lush, London, dated Dec 8, 
1911 (Feb 6) 

Cave and anr v Horsell appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Philli- 
more, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Jan 13, 1912 (Feb 6) 

Nicholson v Cowen appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Pickford, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated Dec 21, 1911 (Feb 8) 

Brockman and ors v The Mayor, &c of the Borough of Folkestone 
appl of applts, Brockman and ors, from judgt of the Lord Chief 
tre3) and Justices Hamilton and Bankes, dated Dec 13, 1911 
(Fe 

Dorland Advertising Agency v Warner and ors appln of pltffs for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 29, 
Fel Ay trial before Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex 

e 

Genn v Winkel appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Scrutton, dated 
Feb 2, 1912, without a jury, Middlesex (Feb 10) 

Dare v Bognor Urban District Council appln of defts from judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 5, 1912, at 
trial before Mr Justice Avory and a common jury, Middlesex 
(Feb 14) 

Ginsburg and anr v Jacques and ors appln of defts Jacques and the 
Jewish Press ld for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and 
judgt, dated Feb 2, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice Phillimore and 
a special jury, Middlesex (Feb 15) 

Cubison v Hands appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Feb 9, 1912, at trial before Mr Justice 
Coleridge and a common jury, Middlesex (Feb 16) 

White v London County Council appln of pltff for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 31, 1912, at trial before 
Mr Justice Avory and a common jury, Middlesex (Feb 21) 

Smith v Boocock appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 13, 1912 (Feb 23) 

Brand’s Pure Spelter Co ld v Morriss & Carlisle 1d appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, 
dated Jan 25, 1912 (Feb 26) 

Padbury v Holliday & Greenwood and anr appln of defts Holliday & 
Greenwood for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, 
dated Feb 16, 1912, at trial before Mr Justice Coleridge and a 
special jury, Middlesex (Feb 26) 

Stavers & Stavers v Mountain appln of deft for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 20, 1812, at trial before 
Mr Justice Coleridge and a special jury, Middlesex (Feb 27) 

Fowler & Co v The London Theatre of Varieties 1d appl of defts 
ee of Mr Justice Lush, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
Feb 25, 1912 (Feb 29) 

Scott v Marr appl of deft from judgt of Justices Darling and Buck- 
nill, dated Feb 21, 1912 (March 1) 

Irwin v Waterloo Taxicab Co ld appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 23, 1912, at trial before 
Mr Justice Pickford and a common jury, Middlesex (March 4) 

Clissold v Richards appl of clmt, H H Richards, from judgt of 
Justices Darling and Pickford, dated Feb 19, 1912 (March 4) 

Dental Manufacturing Co ld v C de Trey & Co appln of defts for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 23, 
1912, at trial before Mr Justice Pickford and a special jury, Middle- 
sex (March 4) 

Fuller, Horsey, Sorfs & Carsell v Durell appl of deft from judgt of 
Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated Feb 26, 1912 
(March 4) 

Denaby & Cadeby Main Collieries Co 1d v Lambert Bros ld appl of 
pltfis from judgt of Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, 
dated March 4, 1912, and cross-notice by defts, dated March 11, 

ew (March 6) 
utschler vy Ellis appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, jur 
discharged, Middlesex, dated Feb 23, 1912 (March 7) wnseied 

Henry Hope & Sons ld v Goode and ors appl of defts from judgt of 

Justices Darling and Bucknill, dated Feb 23, 1912 (March 7) 


Cross’s Fireproof Partitions ld v Younger appl of deft from jud 
of Mr Justice Pickford, without a jury, Lancaster, dated Feb 16, 
1912 (March 8) 

Myers, Rose & Co ld v Newberry appln of deft for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 29, 1912, at trial 
before Mr Justice Hamilton and a common jury, Middlesex 
(March 9) 

| Rowell v Easten appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, with- 
out a jury, Newcastle, dated Feb 22, 1912 (March 9) 

Perfecta Seamless Steel Tube Co ld v G E Taylor & Co appl of 
pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Pickford, without a jury, Birming- 
ham, dated Dec 13, 1911 (March 11) 

Miller v Roura & Forgas appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Pickford, dated Nov 27, 1911 (March 12) 

John Scholes ld v Port of London Authority appl of pltffs from 
judgt of Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
March 15, 1912 (March 28) 

Marston and anr v Commercial Advance Syndicate appl of pltff 
from judgt of Mr Justice Lush, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
March 15, 1912 (March 29) 

Kuhner, Henderson & Co v New Hudson Cycle Co ld appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, 
dated Dec 21, 1911, and cross-notice by pltffs (Feb 18) 

Brown Bros v Maisel appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Horridge, 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 2, 1912 (March 20) 

Lingké v Mayor, &c, of Christchurch appl of pltff from judgt of 
Justices Darling and Bucknill, dated Feb 23, 1912 (March 21 

Attorney-Gen v Sir Wilfred Peck, Bart and ors appl of Commis- 
sioners of Inland Revenue from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, dated 
Feb 22, 1912 (March 25) 

Baynes v Vyner appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated March 20, 1912, at trial before Mr Justice 
Ridley and a special jury, Leeds (March 27) 

The Carlisle & Silloth Golf Club v G T Smith (Surveyor of Taxes) 
appl of applts from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton (Revenue Side), 
dated Feb 20, 1912 (March 28) 

Tochatti v Earl’s Court ld appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 18, 1912, at trial before 
Mr Justice Horridge and a common jury, Middlesex (March 27) 

Wakefield Rural District Council v J W Hall (Surveyor of Taxes) 
appl of respt from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton (Revenue Side), 
dated Feb 27, 1912 (March 29) 

Cantiere Meccanico Brindisino v Janson appl of deft from judgt of 
Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 11, 
1912 (March 29) 

Fosbery v St Marylebone Borough Council appln of pltff for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 7, 1912, 
at trial before Mr Justice Hamilton and a special jury, Middlesex 
(March 29) 

Buhrbanck v Lockwood & Co Id appln of defts for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 20, 1912, at trial 
before Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex (March 29) 

Biddle v Griffiths & Browett ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Lush, jury discharged, Birmingham, dated March 19, 1912 
(April 1) 

Cantiere Meccanico Brindisino v Constant appl of pltffs from judgt 
of Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 11, 
1912 (April 2) 

The Trustee of the Property of C H Turnbull and anr, bankrupts v 
Morgan appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated 
March 28, 1912 (April 2) 

Maschinenbau-Anstalt Humboldt v The Grange Iron Co Id _ appl of 
pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Avory,*without a jury, Middlesex, 
dated March 1, 1912 (April 3) 

Curtis v B U R T Co ld appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 29, 1912, at trial before 
Mr Justice Phillimore and a special jury, Middlesex (April 3 

Gould v Curtis (Surveyor of Taxes) appl of respt from judgt of 
Mr Justice Hamilton (Revenue Side), dated Feb 23, 1912 (April 3) 

Duke of Beaufort v Commissioners of Inland Revenue appl of 
respts from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton (Revenue Side), dated 
March 6, 1912 (April 3) 

Sorviks Nya Angsags Aktiebolag v Winther & Co appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
March 18, 1912 (April 4) 

Harley v The Amazonia Development Corpn ld appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Bray, without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 
29, 1912 (April 4) 


FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE AND ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION (ADMIRALTY). 
(With Nautical Assessors.) 
(Final List.) 
1912. 


Olympic—1911—Folio 382 The Commissioners for executing the 
Office of Lord High Admiral of the United Kingdom v The Owners 
of the Steamship Olympic (damage) appl of defts from judgt of 
the President, dated Dec 19, 1911 (Jan 10) 
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The Hawke—1911—Folio 400 The Oceanic Steam Navigation Co ld, 
Owners of Steamship Olympic v Commander William F Blunt of 
HM Cruiser Hawke (damage) appl of pltffis from judgt of the 
President, dated Dee 19, 1911 (Jan 10) 

The Milton—1911—Folio 222 The Erith & Dartford Lighterage Co ld 
v The Owners of the Sailing Barge or Vessel Milton (damage) 
appl of defts from judgt of the President, dated Dec 5, 1911 
(Jan 24) 


The Milton—1911--Folio 222 Same v Same cross-notice of pltifs, 
dated Feb 6, 1911 (Feb 9) 
The Olympic—1911—Folio 382 The Commissioners for executing the 


Office of Lord High Admiral of the United Kingdom v The Owners 
of the Steamship Olympic (damage) appl of pltffis from judgt of 
the President, dated Dec 19, 1911 (Feb 9) 

The Cornwood—1911—Folio 399 The Owners of the Steamship Rouen 
v The Owners of the Steamship or Vessel Cornwood (damage) appl 
of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated Jan 25, 
1912 (Feb 21) 

The Beta—1912—Folios 24 and 25 W Cory & Sons Id, Owners of 
Steamship Lady Cory Wright v The Owners of the Steamship or 
Vessel Beta (damage) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bar- 
grave Deane, dated Feb 14, 1912 (Feb 23) 

The Sussex—1910—Folio 444 The Owners of the Steamship Newstead 
v The Owners of the Steamship Sussex (damage) appl of pltffs 
from judgt of the President, dated Dec 21, 1911 (March 14) 


FROM THE KING'S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1911. 

Clark v Forster Same v Same Forster v Aldridge In re H Forster 
(expte J Jackson Clark, in Bankruptcy) appl of appint, H W Clark- 
son, from order of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Feb 20, 1911, part heard 
(Feb 25) (s o till after action before Parker, J) 


Cholmeley and anr v Ogden and ors appl of deft, Green, from order 
of Mr Justice Hamilton, dated Oct 20, 1911 (Oct 26) Same v 


Same appl of defts, S & J Ogden, from same order, dated Oct 20, 
1911 (Oct 26) (s o for settlement) 

Attorney Gen v Storey (Revenue Side) appl of deft from order of 
Mr Justice Lush, dated Oct 18, 1911 (s o for Attorney-Gen) (Nov 1) 


1912. 

The Russo-Asiatic Bank v L Wurhatt & Co appl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Channell, dated March 19, 1912 (security ordered) 
(March 28) 

Dilsizian Freres v S Samuel & Co ld appl of pltffs from order of Mr 
Justice Channell, dated March 19, 1912 (April 1) 


Gibson v Littlewood appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Channell, 


dated March 22, 1912 (April 2) 
Whiting v Michelin anpl of deft from order of Mr Justice Channell, 
dated March 29, 1912 (April 2) 


In ne tHE Workmen's Compensation Acts, 1897 anp 1906. 
(From County Courts.) 
1911. 


Smith v National Provincial Insurance Corpn ld appl of applnt from 
award of County Court (Worcestershire, Dudley), dated May 2, 
1911 (so liberty to apply) (May 13) ' 


Dunn v Same appl of applnt from award of County Court (Worcester 
shire, Dudley), dated May 2, 1911 (s o liberty to apply) (May 13) 


1912. 


Stapleton v The Dinnington Main Coal Co Id appl of respts from 
award of County Court (Nottinghamshire, Worksop), dated Feb 20, 


1912 (March 9) 
Wormstone v The Lilleshall Co ld appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Shropshire, Wellington), dated March 5, 1912 


(March 22) 

Parker v Hambrook appl of respt from award of County Court 
(Folkestone, Kent), dated March 4, 1912 (by order) (March 15) 

Edge v J Gorton Id appl of applt from award of County Court (Lan- 
cashire, Salford), dated March 4, 1912 (March 25) 

Nowell v Day appl of applt from award of County Court (Hertford, 
Hitchin), dated March 4, 1912 (March 25) 

Polled and anr v Great Northern Ry Co appl of applts from award 
4 County Court (Hertford, Hitchin), dated March 4, 1912 (March 

) 

J Kershaw & Co ld v Rothwell 
County Court (Lancashire, Ashton-under Lyne and Stalybridge), 
dated March 7, 1912 (March 28) 

Mitchell v The Owners of ss Saxon appl of applt from award of 
ted Court (Cornwall, St. Austell), dated March 11, 1912 (April 


appl of applts from award of 


N.B.—The above list contains Chancery, 


Palati d King’ 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals, &c., wh to Apel Me 181n 


set down to April 4th, 1912. 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

May 7.—Messrs. Taureoop & Marri, at the Mart, at 3: Leasehold Premises, Free- 
hold Town House, Freehold Residence, and Building Land, &c. (ses advertisement, 
page iv. April 13). 

May 7.—Messrs. Destnnam, Tewsow, Ricaagpson & Co., at the Mart, at2: Free- 
hold and Leasehold Wareh (see advertisement, page iti, April 13). 

May 8.—Mesers. Hamrron & Sons, at the Mart, at 2; Leases, &c. (see advertisement, 
back page, April 23. 

May 8.—Messrs. Epwiw Fox, Bovsrietp, Burwerrs & Bavpgcey, at the Mart: 
Freeholds and Leaseholds (see advertisement, back page, April 27). os 

May 8.—Messrs. Hopeson & Co., at 116, Chancery-lane, at 1; Law Books (ses adver- 
tisement, back page, this week). 

May %—Mr. Joszra Stowe, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Estates, Residences, Build- 
ing Sites, &c. (see advertisement, page iii, April 27). 

May 13 and Juby.—Messrs, Daivar, Jonas & Co: Estates, &c. (sec advertisement, 
back page, April 6 and 13). 

May 15.—Messrs. Danizt Sutra, Son, & Oaxcey, at the Mart, at 2, Freehold Town 
Properties, Agricultural Estates, Grouad Rents, 4c. (see advertisement, page iii, 
March 23, and back page, this week). 

May 15.—Mesars. Trottore, at the Mart, Freehold Estate (see advertisement, 
page iii, April 6). 

May 15.—Mesars. Fowrw Fox, Bovsrtetp, Buanetrts & Bapperey, at the Mart: Free- 
hold Building Land (see advertisement, back page, this week 

May 20.—Messrs. Tucxert & Sox, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

May 20.—Messrs. Jowzs, Lane & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rent (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

May 22.—Mesars. Dovetas Youxe & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents 
(see advcrtisement, back page, this week). 











Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FrRipay, April 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Liutrep ww Cmarocrer. 

ADAM BLIND SYNDICATE LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, 
on or before April 30, to send their names and addres-es, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Mr. Edward Joseph Palmer, 56, Moorgate st, liquidat xr. McKenna 
& Co, Basinghall st, solors for the liquidator. 

ANGLO-AUSTRIAN COMMERCE LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 23, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of theif debts or claims to 
J. B. Wandless, 13, Old Jewry chwbrs, liquidator. 

DOUGLAS AND OLIVER Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented April 23, directed to be 
heard May 7. Heywood & Ram, The Outer Temple, 222, Strand, solors for the petars. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not ‘later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon ot May 6. 

FOLKESTONE ELECTRIC THEATRES, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before May 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Ralph E. Ware, 7, Unity st, College Green, Bristol, 
liquidator. 

HAMPSHIRE PuBLIC Housg Trust Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before May 
23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Thomas John Searle, 72, Mansion House chmbrs, Bucklersbury, liquidator. 

LAWRENCE Bros, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented April 23, directed to be heard 
May7 Harris & Co, 25, Finsbury sq, solors for the petnrs. Notice of apvearing must 
reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of May 6. 

MERTHYR TELEGRAPH PRINTING Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before May 
31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Fraucis Alleo Phillips, 34, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil, liquidator. 

NATIONAL PROVINCIAL DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD. (IN nat pe ae rege are 
required, 6n or be.ore June 3, to send in their names and addresses, and the parti- 
culars of their debts or claims, to William Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmonger In. Crump & 
Son, Leadenhall st, solors for the liquidator 

RUBBER AND OLL FINANCE CORPORATION LTD. (IN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, 
on or betore May 81, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Frederick Herbert Cooper Christmas, 46 and 47, London Wall, liquidator. 

SHALE SYNDICATE Lrp (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required on or before June 6, 
to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of theirdebts or claims, to 
A. R. Bennett, «65, Bishopsgate, liquidator. 

WILLIAM ToLsoN & SONS (EARLSHEATON), LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of the.r debts or claims 
to William Henry Shaw, Market Place, Dewsbury, liquidator 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, April 30. 

J.M. Bain & Co, Lrp.—Petn for winding up, presented April 25, directed to be 
heard May 14 Mills & Co, 11, Queen Victoria st, solora to the tn. 
Notice of opens must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of May 13. 

T. Harris & Co, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION),—Creditors are required, on 
or before May 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts er claims, to Percival E. Robathan, 14, Dumfries pl, Cardiff Morgan & Co, 
solors for the liquidator. 


COUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


KEARSLEY SPINNING Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented April 27, directed 

.. to be heard at St. George's Hall, Liverpool, May 13 at 10.30. Chas. B. Hardman, 
10, St. James's sq, Manchester, solor for the petnrs. Notice of appearing must reaeh 
the above named not later than 2 o'clock in the afternoon of May 11 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, April 26, 


Sours HILL Park EstaTE Co, Lrp. 

BOROUGH OF TYNEMOUTH CONSERVATIVE CLUB Co, LTD. 
C. Mopgna & Co, Lrp. 

MIL& END PALACE, Lrp. 

RUBBER AND OIL FINANCE CORPORATION, LTD, 
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AuLison Brown , LTp. 
sero SHORE & Co, LTD. 

FOLKESTONE ELECTRIC THEATRES, LTD. 

LgyTos FooTBaLL AND ATHLETic CLUB, LTD. 

SHALE SYNDICATE, LTD. 

NOUVELLE MANUFACTURE D’ARMES DE CHASSE DE SAINT ETIENNE, LTD. 
WHITEHAVEN CAB AND GENERAL PostING Co, LTD. 

WILLESDEN CHROMO PRINTING Co, LTD. 

W. B. THORPE, LTD. 

KASLO SLOCAN MINING AND FINANCIAL CORPORATION, Lrp. 
METROPOLITAN GXRAGE ASSOCIATION, LTD. (Reconstruction.) 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, April 30. 


Empire THEATRE AND HIPPODROME Co, LTD, 
J. A. Harrison Co, Lip. 

ADHESIVE SOLES, LTD. 

Loco VAPOUR GASLIGHT Co, LTD. 

CLIFFORD VINCENT, LTD. 

Great YARMOUTH FISH SELLING Co, LTD. 
MARLA (RHODESIA) SYNDICATE, LTD. 
BaRkETT's CounTRY BOTTLING Co, LTD, 
CoAL MANUTENTION Co, LtD. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
* London Gaz:tte.—Fruway, April 26. 
Baamtry, Wittiam Foerssrsn, Leicester, Ironmonger May 29 Bolton v Bramley, 
“ i J ae & °. a 
son, Farpsricok Wittiam, Burslem, Grocer May 27 Stoker v Mason, E J 
Paddock, ley ’ ’ iy ) nm, Eve, 
ae, Sir Witttam Awversow, Oakfield, South Dulwich, Surrey Sapt 16 Ogg and 
Another v Ogg and Otbers, Neville, J McDiarmid, Newman’s ct, Cornhill” ” 
London Gazette.—Turspay, April 30. 
Lucas, Extrs, Eastbourne, Draper May 27 Kiely v Lucas, Eve,J Hart, Eastbourne 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cia. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, April 26. 
RarRow, COPNER WALTON, Bedford June 1 Halliley & Morrison, Bedford 
BERNERS-WILSON, FREDERIC, Northam, Devon June 30 Burton, Liverpool 
a, See, Lower Brouzhton, Salford, Engineer June1 A&ylance & Sons, Man- 
chester 

sas Farthinghoe, Northampton, Baker May 31 Fairfax & Burfield 

ury 
BrovueH, ISABELLA, Wigton, Cumberland June 8 Mason, Workington 
BRUCE, CAROLINE, Bath May 31 Hopgood & Dowsons, Spring gdos 
Bush, ELVINA, Raymond rd, Upton Park, Essex May27 Crossman & Co, Theobald’s rd 
Carter, DIANA, New Hinksey, Berks May 20 Walsh & Co, Oxford 
COLE, by ey BURTON OWEN, Trefnant RSO, Denbigh June 5 Gwilt, Duke st, 

P 


Cox, JULIA, Portsmouth May 27 Pink & Marston, Portsmouth 

Day, GEonGE David, Morshead mans, Paddington May 6 Langton & Passmore 
Paper bldgs, Temple 

Evans, Louisa, Roath, Cardiff May 20 Spencers & Evans, Cardiff 

Forster, Rev GEORGE ALFRED, Aspley Guise, Bedford May 25 Scadding & Bodkin, 
Gordon st, Gordon sq 

Guy, rome 7 Gorpon, Addison mans, West Kensington May 31 Broadley & Co 
Strap 

HAHLO, GEoRGE, Manchester May 31 Boote & Co, Manchester 

HARTLEY, WILLIAM, Downham, Lancaster May 31 Briggs, Padiham 

HAWKRIDGE, EpITH {MARy, Brighton, Court Milliner May 81 Godfree & Godfree, 
Brighton 


HEATH, CAKOLINE HELENA, Bristol June 24 Hobbs, Bristol 

Higyes, THOMAS EDMUND, Southport, Lancs June 1 Woods & Son, Warrington 

HOLT, BERNARD Pickur, Bury, Lancs, Decorator May 28 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 

Hupsox, Mart, Addison mans, West Kensington May 31 Broadley & Co, Stra d 

— Joun, Ashington, Northumberland, Dairyman May 13 Brumell & Samp!e, 
orpeth 


_— BRETTLE ELLIs, Wilton, Norfolk June 30 Sworder & Longmore, Hertford, 
) 


JACKSON, WILLIAM, Walsall Wood, Staffs, Labourer May 31 Lewis & Sons, Walsall 
JOHNS, FANNY, Croydon May 22 Edridge& Newnham, Croydon 

Jonxs, JoHN W, Warrington, Grocer May 25 Hilton, Wigan 

JowLInG, Louisa, Cardiff May 20 Spencers & Evans, Cardiff 

ae, JOHN Henry, Ashbury, Berks, Farmer May 31 Crowdy &'Son, Faringdon, 


LREMING, MATTHEW VINORNT, Prestwich, Lancs, Leather Merchant May 28 Butcher 
& Barlow, Bury 
LEWIS, ANNIE MARY PRICE, Hans pl May 25 Pennington & Son, Lincoln's inn fields 
LINCOLN, HENRY, Loughton, Essex June 4 Brown & Woolnough, Lincoln's inn fields 
LioyD, CHARLES THORNTON, Bristol June 24 Hobbs, Bristol 
Lous, ELEANOR ROBERTS, Headingley, Leeds Junel Craven & Clegg, Leeds 
MARSDEN, HANNAH, Darwen, Lancs May 18 Halliwell & Halliwell Darwen 
MARSDEN, MAURICE ISAAC, Bournemouth June 1 Montagu & Co, Bucklersbury 
MasoN, JANE, Stratford St. Mary, Suffolk June 1 Goody & Co, Colchester 
MILES, ELIZABETH, Swindon, Wilts May 31 Morrison & Masters, Swindon 
a a. Sandy, Beds June 15 Smith, Sandy 
ER, GEO 
he ——— Owen, Leigh on Sea, Essex, Merchant May 31 Ranger & Co, 
a | rae HENRY, Gerrards’ Cross, Bucks May 3i Harding & Harding, Lincoln's 
MORLEY, MARY ANN, Nottingham June8 Freeth & Co, Nottingham 
NICHOLSON, ANN, Kirkoswald, Camberland May 31 Burnett, Carlisle 
OaKgs, EDITH Rose, Madras, India May8 Barr, Hastings 
Page, James WILLIAM, Banbury, Oxford May 24 Page, Manchester 











PHILLIPS, ELIZABETH JANE, Dudock, Cornwall Junel Polglase, Falmouth 

PRICE, JOHN, Common Wood, nr Wem, Salop, Farmer May 27 Lucas & Co, Wem 

Royce, SARAH, Bath June 10 Simmons & Co, Bath 

RUSSELL, GEORGE TUCKER, Westbury sub Mendip, Somerset, Yeoman May 20 Harris 
& Harris, Wells 

ees a ABRAHAM Davi, Aibert gt, Knightsbridge May 31 Dawes & Suns 

irchin ip 

Scort-BRowN, JoHN, Cambridge st, Hyde Park May 20 Edwards & Sons, Moorgate st 

SMITH, MARY ANNE HICKS, Brewood, Stafford May 31 Martin, Wolverhampton 

Srort, GEORGE HAWORTH, Manchester Junel Lloyd, Manchester 

TATTON, SUSANNA THE DosIA, Tunbridge Wells June3 Lingards & Hamp, Manchester 

TAYLOR, ELIZABETH, Milfield, Northumberland May 238 Smith, Berwick upon Tweed 

THOMPSON, JAMES, Barrow Mill House, nr Southwaite, Cumberland, Yeoman May 31 
Mounsey & Co, Carlisle 

TOMKINSON, JAMES, Burslem, Staffs May 27 Alcock & Abberley, Burslem 

TOPHAM, JANE WAILES, Boston, Lincoln May 28 Smith & Co, Donington, nr Spalding 

Vessky Emma, Nottingham May 31 Wells & Hind, Nottingham 

WALL, GEORGE PARKES, Sheffield, Steel Manufacturer June 24 Alderson & Co, Sheffield 

—— AMANDA ANDERSON, Morecambe, Lancs May 24 Be.lhouse & Syer, Man- 
chester 

WILKINSON, ELIZABETH, Shel'ey, nr Huddersfield May 23 Piercy, Huddersfield 

WILLIAMS, DAYID, Skewen, Glam, Tailor May 26 Thomas & Co, Neath 

WILLIAMS, Mary ANN, Penartb,Glam May 20 Spencers & Evans, € rdiff 

WILSON, HARRY GEORGE, Stockport, Chester, Dyer June 24 Innes, Manchester 

Woop, Joun Crompton, Didsbury, Manchester June 21 Diggles & Ogden, Manchester 

WYLDE, WILLIAM, St Julians Farm rd, West Norwood June 6 Pearce & Sons, West 
Smithield 

London Gazette—TUgSDAY, April 30. 


ALLCHIN, SIDNEY, Gravesend May 28 Rubinstein & Co, Raymond bldgs 

ANSTEE, HARRIETTE, Cardiff May 29 Morgan & Co, Cardiff 

ARBUIHNOT, ANN GERTRUDE GRAOB, Ashley gdns, Westminster June 1 Kent, 
Victoria st 

ATCHERLEY, ANN, Stanwardine in the Fields, nr Baschurch,Salop Junel Thomas, 
Eilesmere, Salop 

BACON, WILLIAM EDWARD, Liverpool May 81 Sampson & Co, Liverpool 

BAGNALL, CAROLINE, Edgbaston, Birmingham May 31 Brooks & Monk, Birmingham 

GARKER, SAMUEL, Royston, Yorks May 31 Raley & Sons, Barnsley 

BosWoORTH, EMMA, Acocks Green, Warwick, Milliner June 11 Alfred & Green, Bir- 
mingham 

CROLL, MARY ANN, Grange rd, Upper Norwood May 26 Townrde, Budge row 

EASTON, WILLIAM, Middlesbrough, Yorks, Fruit Merchant June 8 Sill & Son, Middles- 
brough 

ELLIOT, Sir CHARLES, Newbury, Berks June 8 Johnson & Son, Gray's inn sq 

FENBY, DAVID, Sheffield, Glass Merchant June ll Rodgers & Co, Sueffield 

FLEMING, JOHN, Cardiff June il Robertson, Bute Docks, Cardiff 

Forster, WILLIAM CYRIL WINTER, Palace st, Buckingham Gate June 1 Kent, Vic- 
toria st 

Fox, JoserH HiNGston, Cambridge May 30 Fox. Plymouth 

GARDINER, ELIZA, Kidderminster June 6 Talbot, Kidderminster 

GARDINER, ROBERT, Kidderminster, Engineer June 6 Talbot, Kidderminster 

GATEHOUSE, GEORGE, Bognor June 18 Sowton & Co, Chichest<r 

GROOM, SAMUEL KoBERT, Harwich, Essex, Ship Owner June 1 Ward & Co, Harwich 

HAAS, JULIUS, Hotel Great Central May 31 Lindo & Co, West st, Finsbury circus 

HARRINGTON, ESTHER DAYER, Liverpool May 31 Priest & Sons, Liverpool 

HARRIS, JOHN, Mose'ey, Solicitor June 8 Reece & Harris, Birmingham 

HEATON, MARGARET, Wigan May 28 Barlow & Jackson, Wigan 

HORKHEIMER, ERNEST, Withingto», Manchester, Engineer May 26 Hall & Co, Man- 
chester 

Huaains, JAMES, Gloucester May 30 Bonnor, Gloucester 

Horst, JoHN THOMAS, Leicester May 31 Toller & Co, Leicester 

IHLER, ALFRED EDWARD, Park Village West, Regent’s Park June 8 Timbrell, Union 
ct, Old Broad st 

JACKSON, THOMAS, Manchester, Builder May 26 Hall & Co, Manchester 

oe JULIA, Sutherland av, Maida Vale June 1 Russell & Arnholz, Great Win- 
chester st 

JONES, SOPHIA GRACE, Kensworth, Herts June 30 Sworder & Longmore, Hertford 

KELSALL, ANN, Manchester May 26 Hall & Co, Manches‘er 

KEMBLE, FREDERIC, Melbourne, Victoria Sept 30 Price & Williams, John st, Bedford 
row 

Dz LASKI, ALEXANDER JOSE VICTOR, Léa nington, Warwick June 3 Perowne, Co eman st 

LEACH, ANN, King’s Lynn, Norfolk June 1 Smith & Co, Donington, nr Spalding 

LITTLEWOOD, THOMAS, Stourbridge, Worcester June 1 Wyndham «& Co, Stourbridge 

LUNN, FREDERICK, Swallowfield, Berks, Bootmaker June 8 Kent, Reading 

LYE, MINNIE. Exeter, Milliner May 31 Scott, Exeter 

MALLORY, EMMA, Alderley Edge, Chester Junel Hatt-Cook & Son, Northwich 

MENNISS, FRANORS ELIZABETH, Bridgwater May 24 Barham & Watson, Bridgwater 

MorRRIS, EMILY, Hove, Sussex June 8 Scott, New Broad st 

NIELD, SARAH ANN, Tintwistle May 18 Howard, Dakintield 

ODEVAINE, CHARLES J D, Great Western rd, Paddington June 5 Purcell, Dublin 

PASHLEY, SARAH Louisa, Worksop, Notts June 14 Nelson & Co, Leeds 

PAYNE, ISAAC THOMAS, Shepreth, Cambridge, Miller June 4 Wortham & Co, Royston, 
Herts 

PERMA‘, THOMAS, Church st, Stoke Newington June 1 Clements & Co, Gresham 
house, Old Broad st 

PIERCE, MARGARET, Worthenbury, Flint Jone 1 Thom1s, Ellesmere, Salop 

POWELL, SAMUEL THORNLEY, Lordship In, Wood Green May 25 Croft & Mortimer, 
Coleman st 

Rosinsoy, [HOMAS, Billingham, Durham, Farmer May 24 Faber & Co, Stockton on 

ees 

SHIERS, JOHN JACKSON, Alderley Edge, Chester, Velvet Manufacturer May 26 Hall & 
Co, Manchester 

SHORTRIDGE, LOUISA JANE, Fishpon¢s, Bristol July 1 Munday, Plymouth 

SmitH, JOHN WINGROVE, Oakley st, Chelsea May 26 Hilbery & Son, South sq 
Gray’s inn 

SmirH, RICHARD, Birmingham, Beer Retailer June 20 Ansell & Ashford, Birmingham 

Stage, ROWLAND, Ivyach, Kent May «7 Stenning & Co, Sane 

TITTERINGTON, WILLIAM, Clapham, Yorks, Licensed Victualler ay 15 Maxsted & 
Co, Lancaster 

TOPHAM, FREDERICK, Sheffield, Fith monger May 21 Howe & Co, Sheffield 

WADDINGHAM, WILLIAM ROBERT EDWARD, Durham June 1 Pearce, Chester le Steet 

WALKER, JOSEPH, Stourbridge Worcester, Solicitor June 1 Wyndham & Co, Stour- 
bridge 

WEsT, WILLIAM, George st, Portman sq, Lodging House Keeper May 18 Blount & Co, 
Albemarle st 

WIppEN, WILLIAM, ‘Lancaster rd, North Kensington, Cab Proprietor June 1 Bayly, Dev- 
ereux ct, Strand 

WILLIAMS, JOHN, Wrexham May 31 Bury & Acton, Wrexham : 

WILSON, FRANCES, Stourbridge, Worcester June 1 Wyndbam & Co, Stourbridge 

WILSON, JAMES, Headingley, Leeds June1 Walter & E H Foster, 

WINGFIELD, GEORGE HENRY, Brighton, Wholesale Fruiterer May 30 Pollard & 
Pollard, Brighton 

WoopHOUSsE, ALBERT VicToR, Childwall, Lancs, Eleetrica] Engineer May 27 Weight- 
man & Qo, Liverpool 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—TvEsDAY, April 23. 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALLISON, WILLIAM FRANCIS, Nottingham, Ironmonger May 
lati2 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham. 
APPLEYARD, WILLIAM MAssAM, Great G:imsby, Late Fish 
Merchant May 2at10.15 Off Rec, 8t Mary's chmbrs, 
Great ey | 

BAtLey, Frank Bass,and E.tzapetTa BAILey, Boston, 
Lincoln, Fancy Goods Dealers May 1 at 2 Oif Rec, 
4 and 6, West s", Boston 

BARRATT, WILLIAM 4MOS, Rugby, Plumber May 2 at 12 
Of Ree, 8, High st, Coventry 

BAXTER, REGINALD, Stilton, Huntingdon, Wheelwright 
May latil45 Lw Courts, Peterborough 

BICKHAM, JAMES, Nelson, Glam. Boot Repairer May 2 at 
11.15 Off Kec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, St Catherine's 
st, Pontypridd 

BonsER, JoHN, Whitwick, Leicester, Fishmonger May 2 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 5, Victoria bidgs, London rd, Derby 

BRAID, Maup Lizzig, Norwich May 1 at 12 Off Rec, 
8, King st, Norwich 

CuurRcH, JosEPH DANIEL, Acle, Norfolk, Corn Dealer 
Mayl ati220 Of Rec, 8, King at, Norwich 

CRAWFORD, JOHN JAMES, South Shields, Builder May 1 
at ll Off Rec, 36, Mosley st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

DAVIS, SHIRLEY WADSWOR'H, Duffield, D » by, Commercial 
Traveller May 2 at 12 Off Rec, 5, Victoria bidgs, 
London rd, Derby 

DAVISON, JOHN Grorox, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Blacksmith 
May lat 1230 Off Rec, Figtre In, Sheffield 

EDWARDS, HENRY, Kotherham, Lodving House Keeper 
May il ati2 Off Kec, Figtree lo, Sheffield 

EGertTon, Cecit M, Pall Mall May 2 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

ErsTEIN, PAULINE, Derby Maylatill Off Rec, 4, Castle 
pl, P rk st, Nottingham 

Evans, Huan, Trawsfynydd, Merioneth, Farmer May 3 
at 1.15 Queen's Hotel, Blaenau Festiniog 

Evans, Jonny, Crumlin, Mon, Grocer May 1 at 11 Off 
Rec, 144, ‘ommercial st, Newport, Mon 

Frence, WILLIAM Jon, Holue, Devon, Farmer May 1 
at 3.30 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

GALE, FRANK, Burton Latimer, Northampton, Coal Mer- 
chant May2atil2 Off Rec, The Parade, Northimpton 

GARNER, DAVID, Kettiebaston, Suffolk, Farmer May 7 at 
8 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

GiBsoN, ANDREW, Bowes rd, New Southgate, Middlx, Glass 
Merchant May 2ati2 Off Kee, 14, Bedford row 

HAINES, FRANCIS LIVER, Newport, Mon, Grocer May 1 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

HeMSTOCK, FRANCIS ALLEN, Hexthorpe, Doncaster, 
Journeyman Wheelwright May 1 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
Figtree In, sheffield 

ISAACS, MORRIS BENJAMIN, Highbury New pk, Canonbury, 
Froiturer Maylatil Bankruptcy bldg’, Carey st 

LEE, WILLIAM, and THomAS LEE, Allendale, Northumber 
land, Farmers May 1 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 
castle upon lyne 

Lewy, M T, Morning In, Hackney, Boot and Shoe Manu- 
facturer May lati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

MACLEOD, NORMAN, Copthail av, Company Promoter 
May latil Bankruptcy bids, Carey st 

MCNAIR, ANDREW, Stockton on Tees, Draper May 3 at 
11.380 Off Ree, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 

Marwoob, Eut, Leeds, Corn Merchant May 2 at 11 
O Rec, 24, Boud st, Leeds 

PEACOCK, MIRIAM, Guisborough, Yorks, Draper May 3 
at 12 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

PINSENT, ROBERT MAYO, Piymouth, Fruit Merchant May 
2at3.15 7, Bucklaud ter, Plymouth 

RHODES, PHILIP, Chelmsford, Essex, Butcher May 1 at 2 
Shire Hall, Chelmsford 

ROBBINS, WILLIAM MARTIN, Chilcompton, Somerset, Baker 
May 1 at 11.45 Off Res, 2', Baldwin st, Bristol 

Ropenson, Henry JAMES, Emsworth, Hants, Picture 
Frame Maker May 2at 3 Uff Rec, Cambridge junc, 
High st, Portsmouth 

RUSSELL, CHARLEs MERRITT, Stockbridge, Hants, Horse 
Triiner May latil Of Rec, Midiand Bank chmbrs, 
High st, Southamtpon 

SHOPLAND, WALTER, Bedmivuster, Bris'ol, Yeast Dealer 
May latii.30 Off Rec. 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Stunss, WILLIAM JAMES. Alresford, Hants, Farmer May 
3 at 2 Magistrates’ Clerk's Office, Eas: st, Alres- 
ford 

THOMPSON, Percy, Esher,Surrey Maylatl1 Buinkruptcy 
bidga, Carey st 

WHITTAKER, A LONGDALE, Pump ct, Temple, Barrister at 
Law May 2 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WILLI1s, Joun G. M., St James's st May J] at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WILLOvGHBY, Lewis, Orange st, Haymarket May 2 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


BANKS, HeNnRY, Beddington, Surrey, Farmer Croydon Pet 
April 18 Ord April 20 

BARRETT, WILLIAM AMOS, Rugby, Plumber Coventry 
Pet April 19 Ord April 19 

BLoom, Louis JoskrH, Newington Green rd, Islington, 
Provision Merchant High Court Pet Mar1l2 Ord 
April 19 

BRocKHURST, GEORGE, Guildford, Farrier Guildford 
Pet April 18 Ord April 20 

BYRON, AUGUSTUS WILLIAM, Park View Hotel, Hyde Park 
Corner Hixh Court Pet April 16 Ord April 18 

CHURCH, JOSEPH DANIEL, Acle, Norfolk, Corn Dealer 
Norwich Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

DAVIS, SHIRLEY WADSWORTH, Dufficld, Derby, Praree 
Traveller Der Pet April 19 Ord April 

DUCKETT, ALBAN, Whassett, nr Milnthorpe, Westmoriand, 
Farmer Kendal Fet April 20 Ord April 20 











EvAns, Jouy, Crumlin, Mon, Grocer Newport, Mon Pet 
Mar 27 Ord April 17 


FILBY, FREDERICK GEorGE, Norwich, Builder Norwich 
Pet April 19 Ord April 19 

Fisca-Bars, G G, Lady Margaret r Kentish Town High 
Court Pet Feb 19 Ord April 1 

FRAMPTON, HENRY SWITHIN, and ” epaet FRAMPTON, 
Winchester, Hants Buil iers’ Merchants Winchester 
Pet Mar 14 ord April 18 

HAINES, FRANCIS OLIVER, yee Mon Grocer 
Trsdegar Pet —. 17 Ord April 1 

HANSON, WILLIAM, , Berks, Architect Oxford 
Pet ’April 19 Ord April 19 

HORNE, FREDERICK WARLTERS, Greencroft gdns, South 
Hampst vad, Merchant High Court Pet Feb 21 
Ord April 19 


Jounson, JAWE3 Jous, Gravesend, Baker Rochester 


Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

McN AIR, ANDREW, Stockton on Tees, Draper Stockton on 
Tees Pet Marl6 Ord April 17 

MARWOOD, ELI, Leeds,Corn Merchant Leeds Pet April 19 
Ord April 19 

PAGS. GEORGE GRANVILLE, Woore, ye Pe 
Victualler Nantwich Pes M rls Ord A 

PARKER, FREDER'CK WILLIAM, Bexhill, Buil ler ‘hes 
Pet Mar16 Ord April 20 

Peacock, MIRIAM, Guisborough, bd Stockton on 
Tees Pet April17 Ord April 17 

Roach, WALTER HERBERT, Lowestoft, Baker Great 
Yarmouth Pet April 19 Ord April 19 

RoBEeRsON, HENRY JAMES, Emsworth, Hants, Picture 
frame Maker Portsmouth Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

RoBINSON, THOMAS, Everton, Liverpool Liverpool Pet 
Mar z8 Ord April 2) 

StuBes, WILLIAM JAMES, Alresford Hants, Farmer Win- 
chester Pet April 13 Ord April 20 

TAYLOR, SAMUEL, Huddersfield, Clerk Huddersfield Pet 
April 18 Ord April 18 

Woopcook, HENRY, Bridlington, Yorks, Baker Scar- 
borough P.t Mar 27 Ord April 19 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of April 5: 


Jones, ALFRED PARKER, Mexfield rd, Wandsworth 
Wa.dsword Adjad Feb 29,1996 Annul March 21 


London Gazette.—Fatvar, April 26. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Azeystern, Lewis, Sandringham rd, Dalston High Court 
Pet Mar 19 Ord April 23 

Borsover, Wiittam, Barnston, Chester, Agent Birkenhead 
Pet April 4 Ord April 22 

Bu — Faepericx Wits Bermondsey st, Bermond- 

Lead and Glass Merchant High ‘Court Pet 

April, 23 Ord April 23 

Cowrsa-Coies, Samuat Hoop, Victoria st, Surveyor High 
Court Pet Mari2 Ord A April 23 

ps Faece, Jack, Bedford Court mans,*Holborn, Theatrical 
—y ~ High Court Pet April4 Ord April 22 

Ducxer, Jonataas, Farnworth, or Bolton Bolton Pet 
April 12 Ord April 22 

Eatos, Payos Ricaarp, Te Butcher Newtown 
Pet April 10 Ord April 

Evays, — Park : ‘High Court Pet Feb 22 Ord 
April 1 

Fiercuse, Josern Howaap, ym Te Manager Ports- 
mouth Pet April22 Ord April 2 

Garpnen, Agtaus Joux, Smethwick, Staffs, Printer Bir- 
mingham PetApril24 Ord A ril 24 

Haycock, Josern, Pontrhydyrhun, Mon, Grocer Newport, 
Mon Pet April23 Ord April 23 

Huoars, Joux, Cardiff, Chemist Cardiff Pet April 22 
Ord April 22 

Ixix, Hager Baxwert, Coole Pilate, nr NAntwich, Joiner 
Nantwich Pet April 23 Ord April 23 

haces, Nicaoas, atle, Lancs, Funeral Furnisher 
Liverp»ol Pet April 2 Ord April 23 

Luoyp, Cuarues P, Oswestry, Butcher Aberystwyth Pet 
Mar 27 Ord April 2: 

Micuet, Farrz, High -y' Layton, Baker High Court Pet 
Mar 19 Ord April 

Micue sex, M & Co, Finsbary eq High Court Pet Mar 
14 Ord April 24 

Mixes, Faeperick, —— Innkeeper Wakefield Pet 
April 22 Ord April 

Movutp, Ricnaap, ailing st, Insurance Agent High 
Court Pet April 22 Ord April 22 

Parse, L F, 8t Dunstan's hill High Court Pet Feb 13 
Ord April 24 

Petrenstoxe, Davip Davis, Nottingham, Lace Dealer 
Nottingham Pet April 22 Ord A pril 22 

Parcutrs, ALrreo —.. Hanley, Sarper Hanley Pet 
April 11 Ord Apri 

Patcurps, Parure, Clpnach br Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet ‘April 22 Ord April 

Pores, Farperick Groror, "Chadwick st, Westmioster 
Builder Cour Pet April 24 Ord April 24 

Ricaarp, Apenugim,& Co, Hopetown ho, Lloyds avy 
Mercnants High Court Pet Mar15 Ord April 24 

Rocus, Tuomas Francis, Kingston on Thames, Sargeon 
Kingston, Surrey Pet April 22 Ord April-22 

Suranee, James Geonoe, oe Bournemouth Poole 
Pet April 23 Ord April 23 

Suita, Cuarntes H, Banbury, Oxford, Clothier Banbury 
Pet April 4 Ord April - 

Tuomss, Samort, Nottingham, halter Notti 
Pet April 24 Ord April 24 ied ae 

Vexx, Eowrs Cuantes, Truro, Potter Truro Pet April 
23 Ord April 23 

Viscent, Harry, Sideup, Kent, Carrier’s Assistant 
Rochester Pet April 22 Ord April 22 

Warsow, Cuartzs, Lee oy Tobacconist Banbu 
Pet April 22 Ord April ” ad 

Waetrrox, Gzorcr Hasse pettinchem, Warehouse- 
man Nottingham Pet April4 Ord April 23 











Bi , ’ 
Witting Novtora Bot heal 2h OM Spl at 


Wittiams, Joszra Lorn, hay yee Landore, Swansea 
Accountant Swansea Pet April Ord April 22 
pony Warwick. Farmer Coventry 


Wrieart, Witu 
Pet April 24 


RECEIVING eusy RESCINDED. 


Bowker, Harar Fcetrouss, Som, ae Carrier 
Liverpool Rec Ord Taly 3 20, oT) April 20, 1912 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Anmetgzap, Matruew Jouy Cnt. Tailor May 6 at 
12 Off Re, 6, Petty 
Assess, ™, Lawn, Sanding dringham + 3 Da May 7at1 
ous Goniee nim eg +4 Stats May 6 at 12.15 Off Ree, 
King at, Newcastle, Staffs 
t, ae and 


BuULLocK, | er ey Witu1am, Bermondsey s 
Glass Merchant May 7 at 11.3) Bankruptcy bidgs, 
st 


Carey 

Castux, Groner, Bicester, Oxford, Baker May4ati2 Off 
Ree, 1, St Aldate st, Oxford 

Cawarn, @ewyry, and Jamwes Cawser, Fradley Junc, or Lich- 

field, Farmers May 7at12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Cowrpgr-Cotes, Samost Hoop, Victoria st, Surveyor 
May 7 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Davies, Witurasm, Witrar Davies, and Epwarp 
Davies, Weymouth, Coal ay F on 7 at 1.30 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

ps Farce, Jack, Bedford Court mans, Symentetenl Manager 
May 7 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, st 

Docker, Soames, es A ceneee May 7 at lt 
of 9, Exchange st, Boll 

Eatoy, _~2- "Ricuarp, Montgomery, Butcher May 16 
at 10 1, High st, Newto 

Evans, Wittiam, Park ln May 6 at 1 Bankruptcy 
b Carey st 


Fivsy, Fazpericx Grorcer, Norwich, Builder May 6 at 
3.30 Off st, Norwich 
Jouxsom, James Joun, Gravesend, Baker May 6 at 3.45 
115, st, Rochester 
Keruixa, 1LL1aAM Tazopors, Maidenheal May 10 at 12 
Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 
Maueaay, Epwarp, Gateshead, Innkeeper May 4 at 11 
Off Ree, 30, Moseley st, Newcastle upon Tyne 
a. te High rd, Leyton, Baker May 8 at 12 
kruptcy bidgs 
Micumiany, A bn Finsbury sq MayS8atl  Bank- 
ge, aaa 
Mivzs, Faepeaicn, Wakefield, Innkeeper May6éat1l Off 
21, King st, Wakefield 
Mov tp, Ricuanp, Mm EO st, —- Agent May 8 at 
11.30 Bwnsruptey b 
—— Witiras R, 8t ote aA . = 8 at 11 Bank- 
y bidgs, Carey st 
Nicnotan ay and Wituram Nicnoras, Pontardulais, 
= 7 at 11 Off Reo, Government 
bide St Mary’s 


“a F, 8 Dunstan shill May8atll Bankruptcy 


—. ALFRED —— ey pal May 4 at 11.30 
Off King st, Newcastl 
Patuuips, Puitir, Clydach Vale, iy Collier May 7 at 
a. ~ Off Rec, St St Catherine's chmbrs, 8t Catherine's st, 
‘ontyp 


Pors, Frepsrickx Grorce, Chadwick st, Westminster, Buil- 
der May 8 at 12 Rage tse 4 bidgs, Carey st 
Reeves, Jauzs, binet Maker May 9 st 12 
Queen’s Hotel, Rea ing 
May 4 at 9.45 Law 


Reeay, Joay, Huddersfield, 
Society le, New > Huddersfield 


s Room, Im 
Ricwagp ‘\seunens & y~ wn House, Lioyd’s av, 


Merchants May 6 at ll ank: bldgs, Carey st 
Roacea, Watter Hersert, Lowesto! er May 4 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Rostwson, Tomas, ‘Bverton, Li 1 May6at230 Of 
Ree, 35, Victoria st, Li 
Surcares, James Geonee, Po! Bournemouth May 
4 at 11.30 Arcade chmbrs (first rte oor) Bournemouth 


Tarpon, Savst, Huddersfield, Cler May 4 at 10 Law 
's Room, Imperial Sy New st, Huddersfield 
Venn ARay, Sidcup, Kent, Carrier's Assistant May 
w he —_* ~ ‘st, Rochester 
ILLIAMs, JOHNS cuarD, Kerry py ie Farm 
Labourer May 16 at 10.30 1, High st, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Biumentnat, Asranam Sotomox, Hanbury st, Tobacco 
Dealer High Court Pet Mar? Ord April 24 

Buttock, Farpsaick Witiiam, Bermondsey st, Bermond 
sey, Lead and Merchant High Court Pet 
April 28 Ord April 23 

Bortwe tw, Fesperick Witwam, Brent eee Essex, Buil- 
der Chelmsford Pet April 3 Ord April 22 

CHANCELLOR, ALBeat (deceased), Pembroke villas, Rich- 

mond Wandsworth Pet Nov 2 Ord April 22 

Gum, japete James, Ore, Hastings, Florist Hastings 
Pet Mar 15 Ord April 23 

Cooregs, Percy Harry, Cannon st High Court Pet Mar 
14 Ord April 20 


Docker, a Farnworth, nr Bolton Bolton Pet 
April Ord April 
Epwaups, ‘a o- Building Contractor 
Neath Pet Mar 92 A 
F.iercasr, Josten Howaap, A th, Hants, Manager 
Portsmouth Pet April 22 Ord April 22 
Gaspyer, Artaua Jony, Smethwick, — P. inter 


Birmi Pet A 24 Ord A April 24 
Haycock, Josgpu, Pontr! ydyrhun, Mon, Grocer Newport, 
Mon April 23 Ord 


Pet 

Hepuey, Argracr yy Seymour h Court Pot 
Jan 12 Ord Apvil ye 

Heyuans, Stearaizp Love, Oxford st, Commission Agent 
High Court Pet Mar is Ord 4, 

Huenrs, eas, Canta, if Pet April 22 


Ixnts. Hanay Bexwerr, Coole eae. ar Nantwich, Joiner 
Nantwich Pet April 23 Ord April 23 








—- «2a? oer 
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<a Moeais Bexsamuix, Highbury New 
gE LT 
128, Fasperick, Wi 
ee EE, tyemen : 
, Ricuarp, Agent i 

we aos —% -i- i “ 
rexsTows, Davin Da ottingham, e Dealer 
Nottingham Pet April oy Ord April 22 

Paris, Parr, Clydach Vale, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet April 22 Ord April 22 

Prxinetox, Taomas Atsent, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield 
Pet April 19 -Ord April 22 


Pore, eg Groner, Chadwick st, Westminster 
Court Pet April 24 Ord April 24 
, Bournemouth, Poole 


il 23 
Taytor, Gzorcr Haxne 1 Dorchester, Dorset Dorchester 
Pet A: 3 Ord April 
TavMes, Nottingham 


Roos, ia — Asphalter i 
Pet April24 Ord April 24 
von _ , Potter Truro Pet April 23 


Apr 
Vixcext, Harry, th of co, Date Assistant 
Rochester Pet 


Warsow, CHaR_zs, Winsiow, 8 Bock 1 t Banb 
Pet April 22 Ord April 22 _ ‘i _ 


Wittiams, Jonw Rionarp, Kerry, “Ord Ape ‘arm 
Labourer Newtown Pet A os 0 Te 


Wituiams, Joszru Luioyp, Llandore, Swansea, 
Accountant Swansea Pet April 32 Ord April 22 
Waicat, WILLIAM, Ly"  ateeee Farmer Coventry 

Pet A 2 Ord April 24 
exey, Devizes, Wilts, Hairdresser Bath Pet 
16 Ord April 22 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
Londen Gazette of'Jan 6, 1911 : 


Briort, Hexry Lawanay, Jerm: Doctor High Court 
Pet Nov 16,1910 Ord Jan visi stead 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Bowxer, Harry a. Southport, Lancs, Carrier 
Liverpool Adjud July 20,1910 Annul April 20, 191 2 


London Gazette.—TuESDAY, April 30. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
BIRD, WALTER JOHNSON, 1 ye Corn Dealer Leicester 


Pet April 27 Ord gtd Apell 27 
—a ds Leeds Pet April24 Ord 
BrisTo, HENRY WILLIAM, ee, Jobmaster 

Pet April 26 Ord April 26 
TT Librarian 


BROOMHEAD, HENRY, Sheffield, 
, Baker Cardiff "Pet April 24 Ord 


Sheffield Pet A 27 Ord April 
Camp, 1 Ca: 
April 24 
COLBON, ALFRED ASKEW, Whittlesey, Cambridge General 
Dealer Peterborough Pet April 25 Ord April 25 
COLLINSON, WILLIAM 8, Blackley, Manchester, Manu- 
facturer's Agent Manchester Pet April 11 Ord 


pril 26 

Cross, HAROLD, seen, Lancs, Joiner Bolton Pet April 

24 Ord April 

ELPHICK, CHARLES'W WILLIAM ROBERT, + eee Builder 
Portsmouth t April 3 Ord April 

FENWICK, WILLIAM FENWICK, Hop ina , Commercial 
Traveller Wandsworth Pet _— 25 Ord April 25 

ERALD, EDWARD RAPHARL, King’s av, Greenford, 

Middix Brentford Pet Mar 29 Ord April 26 ‘ 

= mae Musician Poole Pet April 26 

—,; ~ Toe , Tuxford, Notts Lincoln Pet April 27 

HALL, HERBERT WILLIAM HopwoopD, Leeds, Architect 
Leeds Pet April 25 Ord April 25 

HALLIDAY, WILLIAM JARDINE, oe, Stock Broker 
Blackburn Pet Mar 27 Ord A pril 2 

Hvupson BrRoTHERS & Co, Hortorth, Yorks, Corn Millers 
Leeds Pet April 4 Ord April 

JoHNsON, M CHAR Seagrave 7 West Brompton, 
Saesman High Court Pet Mar 27 Ord April 26 

MATHER, JAMES, Mablethorpe, — TP Baker Great 
Grimsby Pet April15 Ord April 25 

METCALFE, ARTHOR, ween Notts, 
Sheffield Pet April 25 Ord April 25 


Suxarer, Tom zonae, Po! 
Pet April 23 Ord A 


Youre, 
April 


Ipswich 


Ironmonger 








ITCHELL, CROSSLEY, Brimington, ea ae Salesman 
Chesterfield Pet "April 2 Ord A 

MITCHELL-HEDGES, FREDERIOK ty London Wall 
High Court Pet Mar 29 Ord April 26 

MoorFooT, WILLIAM, Goole, Yorks, poe Merchant Wake- 
field Pet Mar 29 Ord April 2 

NEARS, THOMAS OLIVER, Sudbury, * suffolk, Oil Merchant | 
Colchester Pet April 24 Ord April 24 

RIGDEN, EDWARD JOHN, Canterbury, Dea'er Canterbury | 
Pet "April 15 Ord April 27 

Rivetr CAKNAC, W., Bitterne, Hants High Court Pet 
Marl5 Od April 24 “a 

SAMUELS, S., Ely pl aa er’s Factor High Court Pet 
April 3 Ord April 25 

SANDFORD, WILLIAM, H., Whitehall ct High Court Pet 
Mar 29 April 25 

SKIPWORTH, PERCY, _ , Baker Great Grimsby Pet 
April 25 Ord April 2 

TAYLOR, CYRIL, Torquay iter Pet Mar 19 Ord April 
25 


TURNBULL, JOHN, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks Grocer 
Middlesbrough Pet April 13 Ord April 25 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


BANKS, HENRY, Beddington, Surrey, Farmer May 8 at 11 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

BLAND, ERNEST ScoTr, Leeds May 8at3 Off Rec, 24, 
Bond st. Leeds 

BRIstTe, HENRY WILLIAM, Ipswich May 16 at 12.50 36, 
Princes st, Ipswich 

BROCKHURST, GEORGE, Guildford, Farrier May 8 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westmiaster Bridze rJ 

CHARD, FREDERICK WILLIAM, St John's rd, Penge, Property 
Dealer May 8 at 12 132, York rd, Westmiuster | 
Bridge rd 

Cross, HAROLD, Leyland, Lancs, Joiner May9at12 Off 
Rec, 18, Winckley st, Preston 

ELPHICK, CHARLES WILLIAM ROBERT, Portemouth, Builder 
May 9at4 Off Rec, Cambridge june, High st, Ports- 
mouth 

FLETCHER, JOSEPH HOWARD, Portsmonth, Manager May 
9 at3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

GARDNER, ARTHUR JOHN, Birmingham, Printer 
11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birming- 

m 

Gorpon, W, Bournemouth, Musician May 8 at 12 Off 
Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

HALL, HERBERT WILLIAM Hopwoop, Leeds, Architect 
May 9 at 1l Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Hanson, WILLIAM, Belmont, Wantage, Berks, Architect 
May8ati2 1,8t Aldates, Oxtor 


HAYOOOCK, JOSEPH, Pontrhydyrhun, Mon, Grocer May 8 | 


at ll Off Ree, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 
Hupson, GEORGE WILLIAM, JOHN ROWLAND Hub: DSN, 
ad "GEORGE ALBERT WILLIAM TOWNEND, Horsforth, 
Lag Se Millers May 9 at 3 Off Rec, 24, Bond 
e: 


st, 
IkIn. Harry BENNETT, Coole Pilate, nr Nantwich, | 


—— May 8 at 12 Off Rec, King s', Newcastle, 

taffs 

JOHNSON, M CHARLES, Goo.s Dep6t, Seagrave rd, West 
Bro npton, Salesman May 9at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

LEARY, NICHOLAS, Bootle, Lancs, Funeral Furnisher 
May 10 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

LLOYD, CHARLES P, Oswestry, Silop, Butcher May 10 at 
12.3) 4, Baker st, Aberystwyth 

MASLEN, HERBE:T Henry, Chippenham, Wilts, May 8 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

MITCHELL-HEDGES, FREDERICK ALBERT, London Wall, 
May 9atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

NEARS, THOMAS OLIVER, Sudbury, Saffolk, Oil Merchant 
May 9 at 2.30 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

NEWTON, JOHN, Sandown, Isle of W ght, Coal Merchant 
a oat 12 Orf Rec, 98, High st, Newport, Isle of 

t 


PELTENSTONE, DAVID DAVIS Nottingham, Lace Dealer | 
May8 at 12 Off Kec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Not- 
tingham 

PILKINGTON, THOMAS ALBERT, Sheffield, Grocer May 9 
atl2 0O.i Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

RIVETT CARNAC, W, Bitierne, Hants May 9at1l1 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

SAMUELS, 8S, Audrey House, Ely p’', Jeweller's Factor 
May 9at1 Bankruptcy blugs, Carey st 


SANDFORD, WILL'AM H, Whitehall ct May 9 at 12 
Baukruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
| VeNN, EDWIN CHARLES, Truro, Potter May 11 at 12 
Of Rec, 12, Princes st, Truro 

| WALBY, JOHN JAMES, Ewyas Harold, Here‘ord, Builder 
May 8 at 12.30 2, Offa st, Hereford 

| WATSON, CHARLES, Winslow, Bucks, Tobacconist May 9 
at 11.30 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 

| WEBDALE, JOHN, Luton, Beds, General Warehouseman 
May 8 at 12 Council chmbrs, Town Hall, Luton 

WHELPTON, GEORGE HERBERT, Nottingham, Warehouse- 
man May 8 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 

WILLIAMS, JosePH LLOYD, Treboeth, Landore, Swansea, 
Accountant May 10 at 1L Off Rec, Government 
bidgs, St Mary’s st, Swansea 

WRIGHT, WILLIAM, Withybrook, Warwick, Farmer May 
9at 12 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Youna, Henry, Devizes, Wilts, Hairdresser May 8 at 11.45 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 


ADJUDICATIONS. 





May Sat | 


| AZENSTEIN, Lewis, Sandringham rd, Dalston, Dea‘er in 
Jewellery High Court Pet Mar19 - rd April 26 

BEECH, SAMUEL, Forton, Stafford Stafford Pet April 1 
Ord April 27 

BIRD, WALTER JOHNSON, Leicester, Corn Dealer Leicester 
Pet April 27 Ord April 27 

BLAND, ERNEST Scott, Leeds Leeds 
April 24 

| Bristo, HENRY WILLIAM, Ipewich, Jobmaster Ipswich 
Pet April 26 Ord April 2 

BROOMHEAD, HENRY, nll Assistant 
Sheffield Pet April 27 Ord April 27 

| CAMP, SAMUEL, Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet April2% Ord 
April 24 

CAMPBELL, W H, Llanelly, Draper Carmarthen Pet Mar 
19 Ord April 25 


Pet April 24 Ord 


Librarian 


St John's-rd, Penge, 


CHARD, FREDERICK WILLIAM, 
Property Dealer Croydon Pet April 20 Ord 
April 29 


COLBON, ALFRED ASKEW, Whittlesey, Cambridge, General 
Dealer Peterborough Pet April 25 Ord April 25 


Cross, HAROLD, Leyland, Lancs, Joiner Bolton Pet 
24 Ord April 24 
DE FreEck, JoHN Isaac, Bedford Court mans, Holborn, 


Theatrical Manager High Court Pet April 4 Ord 
April 26 

DEHNIOKE, BRUNO P, Sutton, Surrey Croydon Pet Dec7 
Ord April 25 


| EATON, Pryok RICHARD, Montgomery, Butcher Newtown 
| Pet April 10 Ord April 25 
FENWICK, WILLIAM FENWICK, Lebanon rd, West hill, 
Wandsworth, Commercial Traveller Wandsworth 
Pet April 25 Ord April 25 
| FRENCH, WILLIAM JOHN, Holne, Devon, Farmer Plymouth 
Pet Mar 21 Ord April 26 
HALL, ELIZABETH, Tuxf rd, Notts Lincoln Pet April 27 
Ord April 27 
HALL, HERBERT WILLIAM Hopwoop, Leeds, Architect 
Leeds Pet April 25 Ord April 25 
HANSFORD, THOMAS, Merton Park, Surrey, Tailor’s Cutter 
Croydon Pet Oct 23 Ord April 25 


HvUD30N, GEORGE WILLIAM, JOHN ROWLAND HUDSON and 
GRORGE ALBERT WILLIAM TOWNEND, Horsforth, 








| 


Yorks, Corn Millers Leeds Pet April4 Ord April 26 

KNIGHT, CHARLES CROSBY, Sawbridgeworth Herts, Book- 
seiler Hertford Pet ‘april 10 Ord April 25 

LEARY, NICHOLAS, Bootle, Lancs, Funeral Furnisher 
Liverpool Pet April2 Ord April 25 

| LLoyD, \~rg P, Oswestry, Salop, Butcher Aberystwyth 
Pet Marz7 Ord April 26 

MATHER, pel Mablethorpe, Lincoln, 
Grimsby Pet April 15 Ord April 26 


Baker Great 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, MooRGats® 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


SrHHer. om DON, 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 6s0 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


On spplicatjon. 


The Corporation has extended its operations, and, in addition to Licenses Insuranoe, now covers 


risks In connection with :—Fire, Consequential Loss, Burglary, Workmen’s Compensation, 





Fidelity Guarantee, Third Party, eto., under a perfected Pooling system of Insurance. 





APPhY FORK PROSPECTUS. 
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MeTcaALYe, ARrtTavur, Worksop, ‘Notts, Ironmonger 
Sheffield Pet April 25 Ord April 25 

MITCHELL, CrossL®y, Brimington, Derby, Meat Salesma 
Chesterfield Pet Aprit 26 Ord April 26 

MoorFoot, WILLIAM, Goole, Yorks, Coal 
Wakefield Pet Mar 29 Ord April 26 

NAGLER, ISAAC, Kings'and rd High Court Pet Mar 25 
Ord April 25 

NEARS, THOMAS OLIVER, Sudbury, Suffolk 
Colchester Pet April 24 Ord April 24 

Nortox, Thomas Epmunp, Portland, Dorset, 
Dorchester Pet Mar 11 Ord April 27 

PRARSE, LIVIAN Francis, St. Dunstan hill 
Pet Fev 13 Ord April 27 

PHILLIPS, ALFRED PENRYN, Hanley, Staffs, Draper Hanley 
Pet April ll Ord April 25 

Rorek, CHARLES, Jarvis Brook, Sussex, Florist 
Wells Pet Marit Ord April 26 

SKIPWwORTH, Percy, Louth, Baker Great Grimsby 
April 25 Ord April 25 

STockToN, JouN, Lucas st, Bethnal Green, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet Mar 7 Ord April 25 

WHELPTON, Grorek HERBERT, Nottingham, Warehouse- 
man Nottingham Pet April4 Ord April 25 


Merchant 


Oil Merchant 
Butcher 


High © »uart 


Tunbridge 


Pet 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 26: 
JACKSON, WILLIAM FRANCIS, Knowle, Bristol 
Manager Bristol Pet Dec 29 Ord Jan 23 


Theatrical 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of April 26: 
GARDNER, ARTHUR JouN, Staffs, Printer 
Pet April 24 Ord April 24 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNOULLED. 
JOHNSON, BYDNEY CLARK, Leeds, Woollen Manuacturer 
Leeds Adjaud May 1, 1897 Annul April 22, lvl2 


CALLESPIE, JAMES, Sunderland, Draper Sunder! and 
Adjud Aug 31,1906 Annul May 22, 1912 


Birmingham 





NORTHERN ASSURANCE 
COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Established 1836. 
London: 1, Moorgate-street. 
Aberdeen; 1, Union-terrace. 
Accumulated Funds, £7,760,377. 

The SEVENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL GENERAL MEET 
ING of this Company wae held within their house in 
Aberdeen on Wednesday, the Ist May, 1912, when the 
Directors’ Report was preeented. 

The following i¢ a summary of the report referred 
to:— 


HE 


FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

The PREMIUMS received last year amounted to 
£1,242,975, showing a decrease of £30,756 in comparison 
with those of the previous year. 

The LOSSES amounted to £668,207, or 53.8 per cent. 
of the premiums, 

The EXPENSES OF MANAGEMENT (including 
commission to agente and charges of every kind) came 
to £460,206, or 37.0 per cent, of the premiums, 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

ASSURANCE BRANCHES.—During the year 1.137 
Policies were iesued for new assurances, amounting in 
the aggregate to the sum of £456,308. These new 
assurances yielded annual premiums amounting to 
£16,461, and eingle premiums amounting to £1,179, 

The TOTAL INCOME of the year from premiums 
a £286,477, and from interest £149,122 (less Income 
Tax). 

The CLAIMS amounted to £287,296. 

The EXPENSES of MANAGEMENT (including com 
mission) were limited, in the Life Accounts to 10 per 
cent., and in the Endowment Account to 5 per cent. of 
the premiums received, 

ANNUITY BRANCH.—The sum of £75,196 was re 
ceived for annuities granted during the year. 

The whole FUNDS of the Life Department 
amount to £5,118,044. 

ACCIDENT DEPARTMENT. 

The PREMIUMS received last year were £39,553 in 
the Employers’ Liability Section, £5,446 in the Acci 
dent Section, and £16,031 in the General Section. 

The report having been unanimously adopted, it wae 
resolved: That the total amount to be distributed 
amongst the Shareholders for the year 1911 be £113,000. 
being interim dividend of 3s. per share (less Income 
Tax) and final dividend of 4s per Share (less Income 
Tax) and bonus of ls. per Share (less Income Tax). 

Lonpon Boarp or Directors. 
Sotenet Robert Baring. | Wm. Egerton 


now 


bbs 
1. Cosmo O. Bonsor, Esq Esq. on 
lawrence E. Chalmers, | Rt. Hon. Frederick Huth 
Jackson. 
Cecil Lubbock, Esq. 
Charles James Lucas, Esq. 
Rt. Hon. Viecount Milner. 
G.C.B., G.C.M.G, 
Rt. Hon. Sir Algernon West, G.C.B: 
Secretany.—H. Gayford. 
Free f ©, R, Jeffery, Home Superi 
_ RK. y, perintendent. 
Derantuent (J. H. Dixon, Foreign Superintendent. 
Lire Derarrment.—H. Foot, Actuary. 
Accrbent Derantment.—W. E. Trenam, Superintendent. 
Genera Manager ov Tur Company.—H. BE. Wilson 
Copies of the report, with the whole accou 
. scount 
Company for the year 1911, may be obtained tS 


of the Company's offices or agencies, 


tsq. 
Ernest Chaplin, Esq. 
Alex. Heun Goschen, Esq. 
Henry Charles Hambro, 
Esq. 





LONDON GUARANTEE AND 


ACCIDENT COMPANY, LIMITED. 


Established 1869. 

The Company's Bonds are Accepted by the High Court 
as SECURITY for RECEIVERS, LIQUIDATORS and 
ADMLNISTRATORS, for COSTS in Actions where security 
is ordered to be giveo, by the Board of Trade for 
OFFICIALS under the Bankruptcy Acts, and by the 
Scotch Courts, &c., &c. 


Claims Paid Exceed - £2,759,000. 


Fidelity Guarantees, Accident and Sickness, 
Workmen’s Compensation and Third Party, 
Fire and Consequential Loss, 
Burglary, Lift, Plate Glass and Motor Car 
Insurances. 

HEAD OFFICE :—42-45, New Broad Street, E.C. 
West End Office : 61. St. James's Street, 5.W. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835, CAPITAL, £500,000, 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCILASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 
Cc. H. eayTon } Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, jf Secretaries. 








REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 
ESTABLISHED 1823. 

Empowered by Special Acts of Parliament, 
Reversions, Life Interests, and Policies bought. Advances 
on Reversions and Life Interests, either at annual interest 
or by way of deferred charge. Options for repurchase 
allowed. Law Costs on Loans regulated by Scale. 

Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, &764,826. 


30, Coleman St., London, E.C. 
Telephore: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & MARY, 1689 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


DRESS SUITS (Special Materials), 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 
LEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH @ VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, LuimiTED. 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, Books 
OF REFSRENCE, STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, ANSWERS, 
&e., &c. 

BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing. 


PETTER LANE, LONDON, 


‘TYPEWRITERS 








EC. 











SOLICITORS’ 
MACHINES, 
£10 1s. 


Hire 10/- Moath, 27/6 
Quarter. Deducted if 
bought. 


. 








TAYLOR’S LTD. 








apt. Sole.) 74, Chancery Lane, London 








CHARITIES, &c. 


THE CGHURGH ARMY 


Earnestly asks Aid for its Extensive Work 
(Social and Evangelistic) on behalf of the 


OUTCAST AND DISTRESSED. 


120 LABOUR HOMES and similar inetitu- 

tions for reclamation of criminals, loafers, 

and social wreckage generally, male and 
female. 


YOUTHS’ HOMES. FARM COLONY. 


Numerous Probation Officers under Proba- 

tion of Offenders Act. FUNDS, Old 

Clothes, and Firewood Orders (3s. 6d. per 

100 bundles) urgently required. Also offers 
of VOLUNTARY SERVICE, 


LEGACIES EARNESTLY REQUESTED. 


Cheques, crossed ‘‘ Barclays’, a/e Chureh 

Army,” to PREBENDARY CARLILE, 

Hon. Chief Secretary, Headquarters, 

55, Bryanston Street, Marble Arch, 
London, W. 























THE EAST LONDON CHURCH FUND. 


: PRESIDENTS: 
THE BISHOPS OF ISLINGTON and STEPNEY. 





The object of this Fund is to bring more 
Christian Workers into East London, 
which has a working-class population of over two 
millions. It now helps to maintain 

215 Lay and 
205 Clerical Agents, 


and earnestly solicits help by 
Subscription or Donation 
and Legacy. 


Secretary : Rev. H. A. E. STANDFAST, M.A. 
Office: 70, Hamilton House, Bishopsgate, E.C. 


CK SRNR 
urs. SMYLY’S HOMES 


and Free Day Schools . 
FOR NECESSITOUS CHILDREN, Dublin. 


Evangelical, Scriptural Teaching Daily. Estab. Half aCentury. 
BENEFITING OVER A THOUSAND CHILDREN. 
Financial help is earnestly invite’, and will pe gpetey 
received and acknowledged by The Misses SMYLY, 21, 
Grattan-st., Dublin. Gifts of Clothing for the Children 
and Articles for Sales of Work are always welcome, 




















LAW ASSOCIATION, 


For the Benefit of Widowsand Families of Soliciters in the 
Metropolis and Vicinity. 
INSTITUTED 1817. 
Supported by Life and Annual Subscriptions and by 


Donations. 

This Association consists of Solicitors residing and prac- 
tising in the Metropolis or within the Bills of Mortality 
and its objects are (amongst others) 

To grant relief to the Widow and Children of any 
deceased Member, i if none, then to other relatives 
dependent on him for support. 

The relief afforded last year amounted to £1,643. 

A subscription of One Guinea per annum constitutes & 
Member, and a payment of Ten Guineas membership for 
life. 

Application to be made to the SzoreTary, E. Evelyn 
Barron, 8, Gray's-inn-place, Gray’s-inn, London, W.C. 


INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, WANSTEAD. 


This Institution maintains, clothes and educates the 
orphans of persons once in good circumstances. They are 
received from all parts of the Empire, and are admitted 
at any age under seven. 

The next Election will take place on May 30th, when 
Twenty Children—viz : Ten Boys and Ten Girte 
—will be elected. 

Annual Subscriptions frem 10/6, or Life Subscriptions 
from £5 58., entitle the Donors to vote at the forthcoming 


election 
JOHN HILL, Treasurer. 


Comme. HARRY C. MARTIN, B.N., 
Sec. and Supt, 





Offices; 63, LUDGATE Hi, E.C, 














